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** In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla- 
very, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu- 
tioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the gauge 
of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk, all those 
insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath her heel.” — 
PROUDHON. 





{s> The appearance in the editorial column of arti- 
cles over other signatures than the editor’s initial indi- 
cates that the editor approves their central purpose and 
general tenor, though he does not hold himself respon- 
sible for every phrase or word. But the appearance in 
other parts of the paper of articles by the same or other 
writers by no means indicates that he disapproves 
them in any respect, such disposition of them being 
governed largely by motives of convenience. 


Ambrose Bierce on Anarchism. 

Ambrose Bierce, poet, story-writer, critic, 
and free-lance journalist, has been wrestling 
with the question of Anarchism. Mr. Bierce is 
a vigorous writer, but he does not seem to ap- 
preciate the fact that vigorous writing is prop- 
erly but a means to an end, and often sacrifices 
truth, propriety, sense, and substance in his 
effort to express himself in vigorous language. 
Mr. Bierce is doubtless a sincere hater of hum- 
bug, hypocrisy, and philistinism, and the best 
evidence of the fact that a good deal of his 
writing is wholesome and sound is the pleasure 
which Anarchists and radicals take in reading 
it. It is not certain, however, — it is very im- 
probable, in fact, —that Mr. Bierce is fortunate 
enough to possess clear and scientific ideas on 
fundamental social, economic, or political ques- 
tions. Right feeling is very important, but 
without right thinking the best man is liable to 
be betrayed into a vicious, reactionary attitude 
in matters where instinct and feeling are inad- 
equate as guides. In dealing with such a pro- 
blem as Anarchism, the unscientific writer is 
laboring under such difficulties that it would be 
cruel to subject him to rash criticism for any 
blunder or injustice resulting from the attempt. 

Recently, it seems, a San Francisco Anarchist 
sent Mr. Bierce a copy of ‘‘ Instead of a 
Book” with the view of helping him to a bet- 
ter understanding of the question to the solu- 
tion of which heehad been unsuccessfully trying 
to contribute something. Mr. Bierce acknow- 
ledged the kindness in print (in his own depart- 
ment in the San Francisco ‘‘ Examiner”) as 
follows: 

Thank you; you are at least civil, and in an Anar- 
chist this is much, indeed. But the book you send 
contains nothing new. I detest ‘‘ Philosophical Anar- 
chism,” not because I do not know what it is, but be- 
cause I do. 

We have a right to infer from this that Mr. 
Bierce considers civility a desirable quality, and 
that he believes that, as a rule, Anarchists lack 
that virtue. But in the first place, it is both 
impudent and puerile to assume, @ priori, that 
Anarchists are uncivil. There is: nothing in 
philosophical Anarchism that justifies such an 
assumption, while there is much that plainly 





points the other way. Men who insist on abso- 
lute respect for equal liberty are apt to be finer 
than those who excuse or applaud or practise 
aggression. ‘To be sure, equal liberty is mere 
justice, and a just man may be very unlovely 
otherwise; he may be uncivil, tactless, unsocial, 
cranky, and unamiable. On the other hand, an 
aggressor and unjust person may be polite, nice, 
magnetic, charming personally. We have 
heard of polite, gentlemanly burglars, and 
among the supporters of the present régime of 
invasion and violence there are doubtless many 
amiable and refined persons. Still, those who 
know something about the scientific classifica- 
tion of feelings, something about their evolu- 
tion and origin, know that the just man is 

more apt to be generous and considerate than 
the unjust. What warrant is there, then, for. 
Mr. Bierce’s assumption that Anarchists as An- 
archists must be uncivil? In the second place, 
Mr. Bierce is certainly uncivil to his civil An- 
archistic correspondent, and for an apostle of 
civility to set an example of impudence and 
cheek, is hardly consistent. In the third place, 
it is not true [this is uncivil, but the interest of 
a higher principle than civility demands it] 

that Mr. Bierce detests ‘‘ philosophical Anar- 
chism” because he knows what it is. It is not 
true for the simple reason that he does not 
know what philosophical Anarchism is. This I 
say with perfect confidence. The man who says 
that ‘‘ Instead of a Book” contains nothing 
new, is, scientifically speaking, an ignoramus. 
When Mr. Bierce says it, he not only convicts 
himself of ignorance of the present state of 
ethical and political and economic discussion, 
but exposes the falsehood of his assertion that 
he knows what Anarchism is, for the man who 
knows that, knows that ‘‘ Instead of a Book” 
contains much that is new to this day and gene- 
ration. Further, the man who knows what An- 
archism is (and who knows the proper use of 
terms) does not say that he ‘‘ detests” it. One 
may disagree with it, but it is absurd to speak 
of ‘‘ detesting” it. Mr. Bierce’s vehemence is 
simply ludicrous. 

That Mr. Bierce is ignorant of the doctrines 
and methods of philosophical Anarchism ap- 
pears also from what he says with regard to 
the so-called ‘‘ Anarchism ” of the dynamiters 
and propagandists by deed, in the revolu- 
tionary sense. Mr. Bierce’s chief complaint is 
that the bomb-throwers will cause the death of 
civilization ‘‘ by making it impossible to meet 
for discussion and concerted action,” that they 
will deprive us of the ‘‘ small security” we now 
enjoy by their indiscriminate attacks on the 
present society, that they do not seek amend- 
ment, but destruction. Now, if that is the rea- 
son why Mr. Bierce detests the bomb-throwers, 
then it is manifest that he can have no detesta- 
tion for the philosophical Anarchists, who do 
not seek destruction, who would not deprive 
anybody of any security now enjoyed, who 
would not restrict in the slightest degree the 
opportunities for discussion and concerted ac- 
tion. 

Listen to Mr. Bierce: 


Two human beings cannot live together in peace 
without laws—laws innumerable. Everything that 
either in consideration of the other’s wish or welfare 
abstains from, is inhibited by law tacit or expressed. 
If there were in all the world none but they, —if nei- 
ther had come with any sense of obligation toward the 
other, both clean from creation, with nothing but 





brains to direct their conduct, —every hour would | 7 
evolve an understanding, that is to say, a law; every it 
act would suggest one. They would have to agree 

not to kill or harm each other. They must arrange 

their work and all their various activities to secure the 

best advantage. These arrangements, agreements, 
understandings, — what are they but laws? To live 

without law is to live alone Our laws, being 

of human origin, are faulty, and their application is 
disappointing. Dissent, dissatisfaction, deprecation, 

proposals for a better system fortified with better 

laws more intelligently administered, — these are per- 

missible and should be welcome. The Socialist (when 

he is not carried away by zeal to pool issues with the 

Anarchist) has that in him which it does us good to 

hear. He may be wrong in all else, yet right in show- 

ing us wherein we are ourselves wrong. Anyhow, 

his mission is amendment, and so long as his paths are 

peace he has the right to walk therein, exhorting as he 

goes. The Communist who does not preach Petroleum 

and It rectified, is to be regarded with more than 

amusement, more than compassion. There is room for 

him and his fad; there are hospitable ears for his boast i 
that Jesus Christ was a Communist, as he indubitably 

was, though I do not think he would be one here and 
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| now. But for the Anarchist whose aim is not amend- 


ment but destruction, not welfare of the race but mis- 
chief to a part of it, not happiness for the future but 
revenge for the past, for that animal there should be 
no close season, for that savage no reservation. 

Now, with most of what Mr. Bierce says 
about the need of law, agreement, understand- 
ing, philosophical Anarchists fully agree, as an 
examination of ‘‘ Instead of a Book” would 
convince Mr. Bierce. We do not use Mr. 
Bierce’s terms, but in substance there is no di- 
vergence. Our methods are those of education, 
discussion, and passive resistance to invasive 
laws, and our aim is not destruction, but im- 
provement, amendment, betterment. Why, 
then, is there no ‘‘ room” for us, why does Mr. 
Bierce ‘‘ detest ” us ? It is obvious that he does 
not distinguish between the so-called Anar- 
chists whose methods are those of war and 
whose aim, in so far as it is not manifestly ty- 
rannical, is vague and indefinite, and the genu- 
ine Anarchists who demand nothing but the 
relinquishment of aggressive, invasive me- 
thods by the governing power, who insist only 
on the liberty to exercise their powers within 
the bounds of egwal liberty. Mr. Bierce speaks 
of actual and potential Anarchists, and this, 
possibly, may contain the key to his position. 
Perhaps he believes that an Anarchist is neces- 
sarily a bomb-thrower, and when he discovers a 
pacific and philosophical Anarchist he ‘‘ ex- pp 
plains” him by saying that he is a potential 
bomb-thrower. The reason for this can be no- 
thing else but the common name. But if Mr. 
Bierce should read ‘‘ Instead of a Book,” this | 
difficulty would be removed along with the 
others. 

One word concerning Mr. Bierce’s treatment 
of the bomb-throwers, for I am not willing to y 
afford the faintest ground for suspicion that I 
sympathize with Mr. Bierce in that respect. ( 
Mr. Bierce looks upon the dynamiteurs as the 
‘¢ rattlesnakes of politics,” and he would show 
them no mercy. Mutilation, torture, would not f 
be criminal in their case, because their acts are 
not due to intellectual error, but to a bad heart. 
If we admitted the premise, we might perhaps 
feel constrained to accept the conclusion. But 
it is Mr. Bierce who manifests both a disordered 
brain and a bad heart in making his charges. 
Had he paid any attention to the facts, he | 
would have been less ‘‘ free ” in drawing his 
conclusions. The facts conclusively show that 





the Vaillants are not brutal and fiendish, but | 
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gentle, refined, and reflective. Their tactics 
are the result of an intense desire to achieve 
something in the line of reform coupled with a 
false philosophy of history and progress. Now, 
if this be true, then what is the right and wise 
course for the present society to adopt with re- 
gard to such assailants ? Whether society re- 
cognizes the reality of their grievances or not, 
both self-interest and sympathy would seem to 
counsel moderation and leniency towards them. 
Men are not brought to a realizing sense of 
error by torture and mutilation, but by discus- 
sion and a general disposition to discover and 
do the proper thing. Would people continue to 
throw bombs if legislators, journalists, and men 
of influence generally displayed anxiety to re- 
dress wrongs and prevent injustice? Human 
nature answers in the negative. In fact, if 
there is anything in France which may be said 
to hold out the promise of ending the dynamite 
campaign, it is the decent and relatively intelli- 
gent treatment of the phenomenon by the 
French press. Where Carnot and the judges 
and executioners are utterly helpless, the jour- 
nalists have a great opportunity. The pen is 
truly mightier than the knife. Sympathy for 
Vaillant, appreciation of his motives and traits, 
cannot but induce doubt as to the need and wis- 
dom of dynamite, and the propaganda by deed 
does not flourish on such a soil as doubt and re- 
flection. But the majority of American 
‘*newspaper-men ” are too corrupt, ignorant, 
and shallow to deal fairly and philosophically 
with this problem. They are vulgar prosti- 
tutes. : ¥. 


What is Freedom ? 

‘* Do you think liberty is good for every- 
body ?” said a thoughtful woman to me; ‘‘ take 
the many instances of unbridled power, the 
Roman emperors, for example; surely they had 
freedom; was it well that they should ?” 

So people question before the complete no- 
tion of liberty fills their minds. The burglar, is 
he not free? The wife-beater, is he not free ? 

But how about the other people ? we ask in 
reply. When the Roman emperors ruled, they 
may have been free, but how about the people 
whom they ruled, were they free? So the 
burglar may be free, but those whom he robs 
surely are coerced. And the wife-beater, he 
too may be free to beat his wife, by virtue of 
his physical strength, but is she free ? 

Try to realize as soon as you can that free- 
dom means freedom for all. Not freedom for 
one to club another, while the other is only 
free to be clubbed, but freedom for both to 
lead their lives in peace, without either clubbing 
the other. 

But, you may object, it is not possible for 
one person, nor for everybody, for that matter, 
to do as he pleases without interfering with 
anybody. Suppose two want to do the same 
thing, how are they to settle it ? Suppose I 
want to build my house on a certain corner lot 
and another man wants to build his on the 
same lot, how can we both be free to do as we 
please ?. 

The reply is simply this: If people once ad- 
mit the principle that freedom for all is advis- 
able, the cases where the exercise of opposite 
freedoms clash will easily be settled. The 
question of the corner lot common sense would 
settle as the question of the choice of seats at a 





free show is settled, by priority of occupancy, 
and so with most of those conundrums which 

those propound to whom freedom is presented 
as a solution of pressing problems. 

People are all free to walk the streets, but 
that does not mean freedom to walk into each 
other. 

The trouble is that, when we leave this prin- 
ciple of freedom of action for all except where 
the actions clash, and take up the other, — that 
liberty is not enough, that somebody must co- 
erce somebody else, there is no limit to the co- 
ercion process. It extends itself immediately 
from cases where actions do clash to cases where 
the action which it is supposed to suppress not 
only clashes with nobody else’s action, but even 
to cases where the actions are agreeable to and 
approved by all concerned. Sunday laws, for- 
bidding people to buy on one day of the week 
what they buy freely on others, are clearly 
tyranny. If the act of buying does not restrict 
anybody else’s freedom on six days of the week, 
it is manifestly absurd to suppose that it can on 
the seventh. Sunday laws are enacted, not in 
protection of the liberty of those who support 
them, but in order that they may to that ex- 
tent force their way of thinking and acting 
upon others at the expense of the liberty of the 
latter. They want, and almost all of our legis- 
lators want, to force a certain line of action 
upon everybody, because it is approved by reli- 
gion, or conventionality, or prejudice. The 
principle is logically carried out by the bands 
of masked ruffians of whom we read every little 
while in the papers, who go at midnight and 
whip or burn a man or woman who may be ex- 
emplary in his or her dealings with others, and 
whose actions clash with the actions of no one 
else. It is not a question of clashing here, it is 
a question of making everybody do what we 
happen to think right. As a matter of fact, 
these White-caps are usually the most respect- 
able men in the community, the pillars of 
Church and State. 

There was a time when freedom was for one 
man, to whom all were willing slaves, deferring 
to his tyranny from a superstitious, veneration 
for his position, as in the time of the Roman 
emperors. Of this spirit much remains in the 
deference still shown to the ruling powers, 
whether in monarchies or democracies. In such 
times, and toward such a spirit of crawling 
submission, rebellion by any means was the only 
remedy to urge upon men’s minds. 

But a different state of affairs is coming and 
has partly come. The many have the power 
and are learning to use it. It is no longer ne- 
cessary to urge the many to assert their liberty 
against the few. Rather it is for us to urge 
that liberty means letting others be free as well 
as exercising our own freedom. 

For that is what liberty does mean to one 
who knows what it is. He who is free will have 
no desire to make others act according to his 
own code; he will scarcely even advise or sug- 
gest to others what they ought to do. 

Upon the opposite spirit, the slave’s spirit 
that we inherit from the past, to force others 
to do our way, rests the present power of gov- 
ernment, by which those who think they govern 
are themselves enslaved and plundered. 

Truly, the majority has the power, but the 
blind use of that power will always recoil upon 
the users, by supporting the system of economic 





slavery which now grinds alike governors and 
governed, 

The majority must learn, what we are trying 
to teach them, that it is safe and proper to use 
their power only to protect liberty. And that 
precludes compulsory taxation. 

Joun BrverLey Rosrnson. 


Precedents for Anarchistic Society. 

Anarchism has the disadvantage of never hav- 
ing been tried under civilized conditions. It 
appears to work well in certain savage tribes de- 
scribed in Spencer’s ‘‘ Justice,” and in some of 
the Esquimau tribes. But the conservative 
will explain that this is because they are natur- 
ally inoffensive, and will not believe that their 
Anarchy can have helped cause their inoffen- 
siveness. Therefore he will not cease to say 
that Anarchy cannot effectively repress inva- 
sive acts; that the protective associations will 
spend half their time fighting each other, and 
the other half chasing criminals whom they can- 
not catch. It is certainly fair to answer ly 
asking how bad they would have to be to be 
worse than the State; but it is also worth while 
to look for what we can find of historical pre- 
cedent. 

In the most ancient social organizations of 
which we have knowledge, citizenship and juris- 
diction depended on family. A man was born 
into such a tribe; therefore the tribe had a right 
to command him, and to enforce its commands 


wherever it could find him, while he had a like 
right to claim its protection wherever it could 
reach. These rights and duties were, in some 


cases at least, inalienable. We sometimes iind 
this form of order carried even into city life, as 
in pre-Mohammedan Arabia. 
Mohammed’s life shows us several instances in 
which a city is inhabited by two or more inde- 
pendent tribes, and the different sections of the 
city go to war with each other. But it does 
not appear that they were more disorderly, or 
fought more, than the tribes of the same turbu- 
lent blood in other circumstances. At least, the 
system was able to live, and give satisfaction to 
those who lived under it, till overthrown by a 
power which also overthrew great empires. 

This ought to be an answer to those who think 
that two police agencies cannot coexist in the 
same place; for there never was a people who 

‘* needed a strong government” more than these 
Arabs. 

But this system has been changed in the di- 
rection of greater liberty. A man can now 
change his citizenship, and the laws to which 
he is subject, whenever he chooses, — provided 
he will leave his country. Now, imagine what 
some fine old Tory of the clan system would 
have said if this change had been proposed to 
him. ‘‘ How Anarchistic! A man would be 
able to escape from all the laws that bind him 
by simply running away! Law and order would 
utterly cease!” But the world has survived it. 
Anarchism proposes to increase liberty further 
by removing the condition, ‘hat a man must 
leave his country. This would introduce no 
difficulty, it seems to me, that the world has 
not got along with fairly well in one or another 
of the systems which have existed. 

But why go to ancient history ? Kansas City 
is much handier. The State line runs right 
through the edge of the city, among populous 
streets. Men who live on the same street are 
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subject to different laws, and look for protec- 
tion to different powers. Kansas has prohibi- 
tion; but where the streets run into Kansas, 
saloons are built up to the State line. The 
theoretical difficulties in the way of a Missouri 
policeman’s chasing a man into Kansas are much 
greater than those in the way of two Anar- 
chistic associations’ exercising police power on 
the same ground. But Kansas City claims to 
be a highly prosperous place. 

When New York and Jersey City are con- 
nected by tunnel or bridge, nearly the same pre- 
dicament will arise. The impossibilities of An- 
archism are about to be introduced in New 
York. Why do not the defenders of public or- 
der protest against the improvements ? 

Worse yet. Under Anarchy every man 
would be subject to his neighbor’s association 
to this extent, that the association could punish 
him for clearly invasive acts. But today, in 
every Civilized country, there is a large body of 
men who are under no law whatever. Envoys 
and consuls are responsible to no one but the 
government which sends them. Cromwell once 
hanged an ambassador for murder, but no one 
ever dared follow the example. If a consul 
commits a crime here, all we can do is politely 
to request the consul’s royal master to recall 
him as a persona non grata, and to punish him 
at home in such a way as may seem adequate. 
This privilege extends to the foreign representa- 
tive’s retinue also, including, I believe, even 
household servants. 

It is the uniform practice of Christian coun- 
tries to maintain as against non-Christian coun- 
tries the ancient principle that their subjects in 
a foreign country are not subject to the laws of 
that country. This privilege is always provided 
for in treaties. Hence the European in such a 
country is bound by no law but such as his 
consul will enforce. In places like Cairo and 
Jerusalem there are considerable colonies of at 
least half a dozen nationalities, each of which is 
responsible solely to its consul. I never heard 
of a proposition to unite all the Europeans, not 
to say all the city, under a single authority. 

But Anarchism — oh, oh! 

STEPHEN T. ByinGTon. 


Always the Same. 

Many Archistic ideas take root in the belief 
that the State in a republic is different from 
that in monarchical countries. It is often as- 
serted that in America the State is the people, 
because it derives its power directly from 
them. This is negatively true of every form 
of State, but only negatively. For what is 
this mysterious, intangible power? It is not 
dependent upon the existence, either of any 
one individual in a monarchy, or of any body 
of legislators in a republic. When the Czar 
dies, or when the term of office of every legis- 
lator expires, the State still lives. We often 
find men living under a monarch who condemn 
most strongly the acts of their sovereign and 
yet are stout advocates of that form of State. 
So, in America, we find men who condemn 
every Congress they know anything about, and 
yet howl lustily about the sacredness of ‘‘ our 
glorious institutions.” Often will a man main- 
tain that politics is unclean, that our legis- 
lative halls are filled with men whom he heartily 
despises; he will assert that the protective 
tariff is a tyrannical imposition on the people, 





yet he will be willing to punish the smuggler 
for disobeying a bad law, enacted by a set of 
disreputable politicians, just because it is neces- 
sary to obey the mandates of the State. 
Strange that these same men, who maintain 
most stoutly that the people are the State, 
maintain just as stoutly that it is necessary to 
have a State to govern the people, because the 
people are incapable of governing themselves. 
The State is the same, no matter what form 
it may take. It gains its power from the super- 
stition of its subjects, and so is able to exercise 
tyranny over them in proportion to the depth 
of this superstition. F. D. T. 


Referring to a series of articles on Socialism 
contributed by M. Janet to the French ‘‘ Cor- 
respondant,” the New York ‘‘ Nation ” says: 
‘*M. Janet comforts us all with the belief that 
the reign of ‘ collectivism,’ or State Social- 
ism, if 1t was ever tried, would not last long, 
because ‘ the day the Collectivists got into 
power, the Anarchists would be their radicals.’ 
But should we then have to try Anarchism and 
bombs before discarding their doctrines ? The 
Anarchists are just as sincere as the State So- 
cialists, and their aims are said to be as high, 
and if we must try every social system before 
rejecting it, on the strength of what the pro- 
phets tell us about it, the bomb system ought to 
have achance. The trouble is that by the time 
its failure was fully acknowledged, we should 
all be hiding in the woods, or among the ruins 
of our houses, in puris naturalibus.” Such a 
manner of speaking about the revolutionary 
Communists is surprising and gratifying in an 
American journal. Instead of the customary 
denunciation of them as fiends, enemies of the 
human race, etc., we have here the admission 
that they are as sincere as the parliamentary 
State Socialists, and that their aims are as 
high. This change over the spirit of the ‘‘ Na- 
tion’s ” argumentation is, I believe, directly 
traceable to the influence of the French press. 

It is very unfortunate that most of our journal- 
ists are ignorant of other languages; familiarity 
with French and German journalism would open 
their eyes to their own puerility and baseness 
and make them ashamed of themselves. The 
few American journalists who read French, gra- 
dually and unconsciously acquire the habit of 
discussing matters in a liberal and civilized 
manner. 


The London ‘‘ Law Journal” has been endea- 
voring to show that the right of asylum is to- 
tally inapplicable to the throwers of bombs and 
believers in propaganda by deed. The ‘‘ highest 
authorities,” it says, ‘‘hold that the right has 
no application to ‘‘ anarchist outrages.” It 
may not unreasonably be doubted whether the 
highest authorities are altogether free from bias, 
whether their wish is entirely divorced from their 
thought. Still, it would be perfectly natural 
for constitutional governments to deny the right 
of asylum to any revolutionists who are out of 
sympathy with the parliamentary idea of politi- 
cal liberty; the bourgeois society can hardly be 
expected to show mercy or consideration to its 
implacable enemies, who announce their inten- 
tion of making ruthless war upon it. What is 
significant and suggestive is that, while a pro- 
fessed organ of Individualism, the London 
‘* Liberty Review,” agrees with the ‘* Law 





Journal” in denying the right of asylum to 
bomb-throwers, French journalists of all parties 
and opinions are willing to recognize that the 
Vaillants and Henrys are political offenders and 
not common criminals. To pretend that they 
are not, is absurd; but the defenders of mono- 
poly and legal aggression do not hold them- 
selves bound to be rational or logical in their 
apology for the prevailing order of things. 
Violence, fraud, sophistry, lying, —in short, 
anything to uphold the present régime. But 
they do not realize that the more brutal, brazen, 
and unprincipled they are, the more bomb- 
throwers they will have to reckon with. 


In his talk upon bomb-throwing, Ambrose 
Bierce thus refers to the present State: ‘‘ Our 
system of civilization, being the natural out- 
growth of our wretched moral and intellectual 
natures, is open to criticism and subject to re- 
vision.” Without challenging the correctness 
of this statement, it is pertinent to ask why Mr. 
Bierce does not take the same philosophical 
view on the bomb question. Why doesn’t he 
say that such methods as bomb-throwing, be- 
ing the natural outgrowth of our wretched 
moral and intellectual natures, are open to criti- 
cism and correction ? Why does he condemn 
the bomb-thrower to mutilation as a wild 
beast, while finding excuses for the corrupt poli- 
tician, the exploiter, oppressor, tyrant, and mo- 
nopolist ? One-sided charity is not charity. If 
Mr. Bierce insists on judging the bomb-thrower 
only by his act and refuses to ascribe it to hon- 
est but erroneous belief, why may not the 
bomb-thrower similarly judge the politicians 
and monopolists only by their acts and turn a 
deaf ear to philosophical considerations ? 


Emile Henry, the ‘‘ Anarchist,” who threw a 
bomb in the Café Terminus, Paris, has been 
‘* tried,” convicted on all counts by the bowr- 
geois jury, and sentenced to death. Henry’s 
bomb killed no one, but his death-sentence will 
doubtless serve as a warning to other dynami- 
teurs: their bombs will be more fatal probably. 
Of course, the public prosecutor accused Henry 
of ‘‘ robberies” and any number of petty crimes 
(it is strange that wife-stealing did not figure’ 
among the charges against him), but the reports 
in the American papers were too meagre and 
scrappy to justify any opinion on the truth or 
falsity of these accusations. Henry’s conduct 
in court seems to have been admirable. Liberty 
hopes to publish an elaborate report of his 
trial. 


A correspondent of London ‘‘ Personal 
Rights,” F. Evershed, having called upon Indi- 
vidualists to subscribe to the proposition that 
compulsory taxation for any purpose whatever 
is robbery, the editor tries to convict him of 
rash generalizing by saying: ‘‘ Suppose a house- 
owner distrained the goods of a tenant who 
would not pay his rent. Suppose a father brut- 
ally ill-treated his child; that, in consequence of 
this, it was removed from his custody; that he 
declined to pay towards its support; and that 
his goods were seized to enforce this payment. 
Both of these cases are ‘ robbery’ according 
to Mr. Evershed’s definition, But would he 


call them by this name?” This argumentation 
is astonishingly pointless and fallacious. As- 
suming that the delinquent tenant and brutal 
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father are aggressors (and ‘‘ Personal Rights” 
manifestly regards them as such), then to seize 
their goods for the purposes specitied is iut 
‘robbery according to Mr. Evershed’s defini- 
tion,” since he clearly had only the non-invasive 
in mind when he declared that compulsory taxa- 
tion for any purpose whatever is robbery. Nei- 
ther the tenant nor the father, in the cases sup- 
posed, can be said to be ‘‘ taxed ” in the scien- 
tific sense of the term, any more than a man 
who is made to pay damages for trespass or 
conversion is ‘‘ taxed.” To argue that, because 
the invader is rightfully compelled to pay, it is 
right to make the non-invader pay, is to beg 
the question. The very thing in dispute is whe- 
ther the non-invader owes it to his fellows to 
pay for anything he never agreed to receive 
and declines to accept. 


The Populist Senator Allen deserves praise 
for his manly defence of the right of Coxey’s 
army to ‘‘march on Washington,” hold meet- 
ings in that city, and make whatever appeals to 
Congress it may see fit. His attack on the no- 
torious Ordway, on the police officials, and on 
the brutal editors, who propose to treat the 
army as a band of criminals, was refreshing 
and will have a good effect. Senator Hawley’s 
reply has pleased the venomous and unprinci- 
pled defenders of monopoly, but it will not in- 
fluence men of common sense and common hu- 
manity. Coxey’s scheme is silly, but he should 
be protected in his liberty to carry it out. As 
to the charge in plutocratic organs that the 
army is composed of professional tramps, who 
would not work under any circumstances, it is 
hardly necessary to say that it is a pure and 
malicious falsehood. Professional tramps do 
not organize political demonstrations, and lack 
the courage necessary to face the opposition of 
sheriffs, policemen, brutal editors, and other 
hirelings of monopoly. A despatch to the New 
York ‘* Evening Post” said: ‘*‘ General Man- 
ager St. John, of the Chicago, Rock Island, 
and Pacific Railway, who passed through this 
city last night from Council Bluffs, talked dif- 
ferently from some other railway men about 
the ‘Commonweal Army,’ its purposes, and 
‘It is 
made up of sober, intelligent, determined men,’ 
he said. 


the alleged menace it is to the country. 


‘They are, nine-tenths of them, Ame- 
They are reliable, honest, and re- 
markably well organized. There are no bums 
among them. The statements that have been 
sent out about their being tramps and all that 
sort of thing are utterly untrue. Their leader 
is a man of brains and character and great de- 
termination, and is a religious man, too. He 
will not permit outrages to be done by any of 
his men if there should be any inclination in 
that direction, which there is not now. He will 
not permit any tramp or disreputable person to 
enlist in his army, and will remove the first one 
he can find. He has absolute control over his 
men, which he could never have over a body of 
tramps or disreputables. He said to me that 
his men would not go back under any circum- 
stances. They are going to Washington in 
some way; of that Iam sure.” This flatly 
contradicted the ravings of the editor, but it 
did not prevent him from reiterating his lying 
and malicious accusations. Under such provo- 
cation, what wonder is it that some are goaded 
into applying the bomb cure ? 


rican born. 





Aggression as a Result of Restraint. 
[Felix L. Oswald in Open Court.] 

The suppression of athletic sports has for thousands 
of our fellow citizens made city life a synonym of phy- 
sical degeneration. The lack of better pastimes, rather 
than innate depravity, has driven millions to the rum 
shops, and explains such moral portents as the White 
Cap epidemics and the organization of burglar syndi- 
cates among the school-boys of our ennui-ridden Ame- 
rican country towns. And there is no doubt that the 
same cause tends to defeat the efforts of our metro- 
politan home-missionaries. ‘‘ Every one,” says Lecky, 
‘“who considers the world as it really exists, must 
have convinced himself that in great cities, where mul- 
titudes of men of all classes and all characters are 
massed together, and where there are innumerable 
strangers, separated from all domestic ties and occu- 
pations, public amusements of an exciting order are 
absolutely necessary, and that to suppress them is 
simply to plunge an immense portion of the popula- 
tion into the lowest depths of vice.” 

In other ways, too, the attempt to prevent the 
manifestations of natural instincts is apt to defeat its 
own purpose, and only a few days ago a shrewd ob- 
server of the contest between the friends and oppo- 
nents of a Southern sporting club remarked that ‘‘ the 
manner of conducting such crusades only tends to 
make the cause of their leaders odious, by teaching 
thousands to associate the name of the Law and Order 
League with the ideas of hypocricy and Puritanical 
intolerance. Imagine the private comments of old 
sport-loving soldiers who are called upon to ‘fortify 
the State frontiers ’ and ‘enforce the peace’ against 
two individuals, whose trial of strength, skill, and 
endurance implies no possible injury to third parties, 
and who are perfectly willing to abide the conse- 
quences of all personal risks.” 


Do They See the Horse ? 
To the Editor of Liberty: 

One reads so much nowadays of the evil effects of 
the ‘‘competitive system ” that it is like a ray of sun- 
light to meet the following horse sense in the literary 
mist, which I clip from a news report in the Boston 
** Globe ”: 


It has been demonstrated that the best place to buy 
horses is at the public auction marts, for, in self-pro- 
tection, the dealers, who are thoroughly acquainted 
with the business, make a surety that the representa- 


| tions of their customers are correct. 


Thus the buyer not only gets the benefit of his own 


| judgment, but that of men whose business it is to keep 
| up a reputation for handling nothing but good, sound 





stock, or, where any fault is known, to state it before 
the transaction is completed. 

In' very many cases general purpose stock, which 
form the basis of all horse business, are given a trial, 
and as the dealers are all men of responsibility, their 
guarantee is as good as any that can be made. 


Does this not substantiate all the arguments made 
in favor of a competitive monetary system? All the 
safeguards needed are supplied, and the best of the 
kind produced. Self-protection (for future trade) gua- 
rantees honesty, responsibility, the best judgment, 
and sound stock. Also have we personal interest, ac- 
tivity, lack of waste, experience, and the best of busi 
ness methods. 

Now suppose the codperative commonwealth as- 
sumes the traffic. What have we? A host of liveried 
officials, known by numbers, doubtless, whose only 
personal interest is to get their meal tickets punched 
regularly at the public hash emporium, and who do 
not care whether school keeps or not. ‘‘ What is 
everybody’s business is nobody’s business.” Wonder 
if our ‘‘scientific ’ State Socialistic monomaniacs and 
single-cat friends can see the horse ? 

Avuc. McCrairtu. 


The Term “ State.” 
To the Editor of Liberty: 

Your criticism of my use of the word ‘‘State” in 
your issue of April 21 is just. Ido not think I ran the 
risk of being misunderstood, but my language had a 
tendency to confuse usage. 

My only excuse is that we need a name for the asso- 
ciations which will, under Anarchy, do such of the 
work now done by the State as may be kept in one 
hand. ‘‘ Defensive association ” is too long; besides, it 





seems to me that some of them will (at least at first) 
combine other than defensive functions. I gave rea- 
sons for this viv" in my article of April 21; if I did 
not prove my pvuint, we must at least admit, in discus- 
sion, the possibility tit it may be so. Then we want 
a name for the State's successors. I have thought of 
the word ‘‘ polity,” which would do well if we could 
start it in usage. STEPHEN T. Byrveron. 


Anarchist Letter-Writing Corps. 

The Secretary wants every reader of Liberty to send 
in his name for enrolment. Those who do so thereby 
pledge themselves to write, when possible, a letter 
every fortnight, on Anarchism or kindred subjects, to 
the ‘‘target ” assigned in Liberty for that fortnight. 
All, whether members or not, are asked to lose no op- 
portunity of informing the secretary of suitable tar- 
gets. Address, STEPHEN T. Byrneton, Eddytown, 
Yates Co., N. Y. 


There are twelve members enrolled today, and hopes 
of more. One writes, ‘‘I join on this condition, that 
it will be an Anarchist corps. I would make it a con- 
dition of membership that the applicant is in line 
with Liberty’s teachings.” Another writes, ‘‘I by no 
means endorse all I find in Liberty, and am averse to 
wearing the tag of any ism whatsoever; but I see no 
objection to joining an association so broad as you 
propose, wholly voluntary.” Both are well known as 
among Liberty’s most valued supporters. Let tlie se- 
cond answer the first. 

I opened the door wide to let in such men, who are 
in line, but object to saying so. But I never expected, 
as a matter of probability, that those who are not 
fairly well in line would be in a hurry to enrol them- 
selves; and I do not think anyone need fear it. Of the 
first twelve, eight are already known to me from their 
writings as up to the standard; two of the others de- 
fined their Anarchistic position very clearly in writing 
to me, and I have not the least reason to doubt that 
the other two occupy the same position. Therefore I 
enrol my conditional friend as a full member, con- 
sidering that it is without doubt an Anarchist corps. 

It will be seen from the above statement that the 
great unknown do not realize their opportunity. IT am 
glad of the prominent names, and want more; but I 
want about fifty more obscure ones. 

Suggestion No. 2: Be full and careful in explana- 
tions. Remember, your reader doesn’t know an An- 
archistic idea from an enaliosaurus; he expects people 
to use language loosely, an expectation which expe- 


| rience abundantly justifies; he never heard the lan- 


guage which we use among ourselves. If you mention 
a ‘‘mutual bank,” he will try to invent a mutual bank 
in his mind; if you demand ‘“‘ voluntary taxation,” he 
will think you mean to support government by passing 
around a contribution-box; if you complain of ‘‘ the 
monopoly of money-issuing,’’ he will think you refer 
to the national banks, and that your remedy would be 
to have currency issued by the government exclu 
sively; if you inveigh against ‘‘ invasive actions,” he 
will wonder if it is worth while to get down his dic- 
tionary to see in what sense you use the word ‘‘inva- 
sive.” If you say anything that can be understood, by 
any twist of English, as compatible with government- 
alism, he will so understand it. Of course, you cannot 
always cover all the ground; but, in what you do 
cover, aim to make misunderstanding impossible. 
Target, section A — ‘‘ The Earth,” Lynchburg, Vu., 
recently published a string of editorial ‘‘ beliefs,” 
among them the following: ‘‘the present jury system 
is a humbug,” ‘“‘every political party should become 
responsible, and its platform should be in the nature of 
a contract, — and its officers should be compelled, un- 


.der penalty of dismissal for failure, to carry out its 


contract’; ‘‘ District courts should be abolished, and 
supreme courts as well; an advisory board should be 
elected for life (and good behavior) in each district ; 
this would do away with all quibbles, and no packed 
or corrupt juryman could decide your fate”; 
pulsory education throughout the Union.” 

Section B— Joseph H. Cahoon, 218 W. 22d st., New 
York, had a letter in the ‘‘ Morning Advertiser,” April 
2, headed ‘‘ Monopoly the Curse,” chiefly on money 
monopoly and the effects of contraction of the cur- 
rency; remedy, ‘‘ We need to so regulate the output 
of currency that the purchasing power of a dollar will 
remain the same forever,” and government loans to 
the people at 2 per cent. on good security. 

S. T. B., Secretary. 
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* The garden of the laws is full of ironical plants, of unexpected 
Jlowers; and by no means its slightest charm is this subversion of the 
natural order, whereby appear at the end of stems and branches fruit 
just the opposite of that which is promised by the essence of the tree or 
bush. The apple-tree bears figs, and the cherry-tree medlars; violet- 
plants yield sweet potatoes, and hollyhocks salsify. It is delicious.” 
— SEVERINE. 





The Beauties of Government. 





(Ss The readers of Liberty are urgently invited to con- 
tribute to this department. It 1s open to any statement of 
facts which exhibit the State in any phase of tts fourfold 
capacity of fool, meddler, knave, and tyrant. Either ori- 
ginal accounts based upon the writer's own knowledge, or 
apparently reliable accounts clipped from recent publica- 
tions, are welcome. 





DOGBERRY JURISPRUDENCE. 
{General Trumbull in the Open Court.] 

For a long time we have looked upon Dogberry and 
Shallow as caricatures drawn by Shakespere when he 
was in a reckless, rollicking mood; and yet we behold 
their living repetitions in our court-rooms every day. 
A very good imitation of Dogberry is Mr. Justice Kim- 
ball, of Washington, who lately ordered the watch to 
‘*comprehend all vagrom men,” and when the vaga- 
bonds were brought before him, talked at them in the 
authentic Dogberry style. The ‘‘ vagrom men” were 
Capt. G. W. Primrose and forty invaders, who, under 
the name of Coxey’s ‘‘advance guard,” threatened the 
capital, but fortunately were taken prisoners just out- 
side the picket lines of Washington through the valor 
of Kimball’s men. After the ‘‘ vagrom men” had 
been illegally imprisoned from Saturday until Tues- 
day, they were brought before Judge Kimball and dis- 
charged, because they had been arrested beyond the 
city boundaries and outside the jurisdiction of the 
city magistrates. They were brought into the city by 
the police, and then imprisoned for being in the city, 
which was very much according to Dogberry law. In 
his decree, the judge decided that Captain Primrose 
and his men were tramps, that they were guilty of 
tramping, and he then rather inconsistently sentenced 
them to tramp. He released them only on condition 
that they should at once seek employment, and failing 
to find it within a reasonable time, ‘‘leave the city.” 
When a magistrate sentences a destitute man to ‘‘ leave 
the city,”” he sentences him to tramp, and as soon as 
the prisoner begins to work out his sentence by tramp- 
ing he is liable to be arrested for that, and punished 
by imprisonment, or by the chain-gang torture, or in 
some other civilized and enlightened way. Wherever 
the wanderer halts for a moment’s rest, he finds the 
magisterial Dogberry and hears the ceaseless mono- 
tone, ‘‘ Move on.” 

From the Capitoline hill comes the ‘all quiet on the 
Potomac” message that we heard in the days of old. 
Coxey’s army is many miles away, and before it crosses 
the Maryland line Washington will be safe, especially 
as the invading army has no guns, Unterrified by the 
martial renown of General Coxey and his ragged le- 
gions, now scaling the Alleghany mountains as Hanni- 
bal scaled the Alps, the defenders of Washington are 
already in the field, and eager for the fray. According 
to the dispatches dated April 9, I find that besides 
Dogberry and the watch, ‘‘the District militia is mak- 
ing preparations to meet Coxey and his army. The 
militia has been undergoing special drill at intervals 
for the past two weeks, and several of the companies 
have been suddenty called out by their officers just as 
they might be sunfmoned to put down a riot or repel 
an invasion.” I suppose this drill is the beating of a 
counterfeit ‘‘long roll,” a very exciting call to arms, 
but not quite so stimulating as the genuine article 
that used to make our pulses tingle thirty years ago. 
The nation is not afraid of England, Russia, France, 
or Coxey now, for the District militia at Washington 
is ready to ‘‘repel an invasion”; although it seems 
they will not be relied on altogether, for we are fur- 
ther told that, ‘‘ if the District militia is insufficient, 
there are four troops of cavalry at Fort Myer, a large 
force of marines at the barracks near the navy yard, 
and a battery of artillery at the arsenal.” 


FUN AT TAXPAYERS’ EXPENSE. 
[New York Sun.] 

The British volunteer soldiers, a force which num- 
bers over 200,000 men, are engaged in the customary 
Easter manceuvres, which consist mainly in wasting an 
immense quantity of powder and executing move- 
ments which would be impossible in actual warfare. 





Military experts still differ considerably as to the 
practical value of this body of voluntary citizen sol- 
diers, but they agree absolutely as to the uselessness 
of the Easter manceuvres as at present conducted. On 
Monday a number of sham fights will be fought under 
the eyes of umpires appointed by the War Depart- 
ment, and the subsequent reports of these officers are 
certain to be vastly entertaining, as they always have 
been, with the stories of blundering colonels and reck- 
less regiments who expose themselves to annihilating 
fire with delightful calmness begotten of the know- 
ledge that there can be no bullets in the cartridges 
fired at them with prodigal liberality. But the volun- 
teers like these annual outings, and without them it is 
probable that the force could not be kept together. 


REVERTING TO MIDDLE-AGES LEGISLATION. 
[New York Nation.] 

Mr. Edmund Boulnois, M. P., acting in concert 
with the National Society, has ready the draft of a 
general bill, to be called the ‘“‘ Advertisements Regula- 
tion Act,” which will empower all ‘‘local authorities” 
throughout Great Britain and Ireland to regulate ad- 
vertising, to charge a public fee for the privilege, 
with a fine (not more than $25 for each offence, and 
$10 a day for every day during which the offence is 
continued after conviction) for disregard of the law, 
aud with absolute exclusion of any kind or sort of ad- 
vertisement, or of ‘advertisement stations,” from any 
‘‘arable land or pasture land, woodland, garden, public 
park, common, inland or tidal water, foreshore, or any 
part of the same, . . . or upon any tree, rock (or any 
part of the soil) . . . or at any railroad station distant 
more than 200 yards (!) from the nearest booking- 
office.” Provision is also to be made for the removal 
of advertisements and ‘‘sky-signs ” — beyond the rea- 
sonable and necessary professional or business signs 
attached to buildings — from streets, commons, and 
other public places. 


THE STATE’S ATTEMPT AT PROTECTION. 
[New York Sun.] 

Under a statute passed in 1888, the seller of a monu- 
ment or gravestone which is placed in any cemetery in 
this State, has a lien upon such monument or grave- 
stone for so much of the purchase price as may remain 
unpaid; and he is authorized to enforce the lien by re- 
moving the monument or gravestone from the ceme- 
tery and causing it to be sold at public auction. 

No such law ought ever to have been enacted. Per- 
sons engaged in the gravestone industry require no 
peculiar protection. There would be just as much 
sense in giving a lien to the dealer who sells a boat, or 
a carriage, ora washtub. A monument maker is under 
no obligation which constrains him to sell his goods 
on credit; and if he chooses to trust his customers, he 
should take the consequences without being allowed 
to invade cemeteries in order to cart away his work. 

But the Legislature has just been asked to make the 
law even worse than it is now. A proposed amend- 
ment will permit large monuments to be sold for debt 
by public auction in the cemetery itself! 


[Next to knowing what to protect, it is im- 
portant to understand how to protect. The 
State invariably makes a fool of itself where it 
does not commit an aggression. | 


WHISTLING A CRIME. 
[Newcastle Chronicle.] - 

Whether the ‘‘ fair siffleuse,” as the American lady 
was styled who some time ago delighted London with 
her whistling performances, has ever given a specimen 
of her talents in Berlin, we are not in a position to 
say. It is noteworthy, however, that whistling is not 
encouraged in that capital. Strange to tell, the hall 
porter of a hotel has just been fined three marks in a 
police court of Berlin for having whistled for a cab. 

It seems that whistling in the streets is illegal in the 
German capital, on the ground that it disturbs the 
tranquillity of the public. A happy city is Berlin, 
where the organ grinder is unknown, where the native 
peripatetic bandsman is expatriated to England, and 
where even whistling is regarded as a nuisance. 


[Despots must deem sleep a great conserva- 
tive force. To sleep long is a sign of good- 
citizenship. Whistling, on the other hand, is 
liable to lead to revolution. ] 





BILL POSTING TO BE A MONOPOLY. 
[New York Sun.] 

A bill entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate bill posting and 
bill distributing ” has been introduced in the Legisla- 
ture by Mr. James M. E. O’Grady, member of Assem- 
bly from Monroe county. It is a vicious measure, fit 
only to be defeated. 

Its main purpose is to make bill posting a licensed 
business under the supervision of the Secretary of 
State. The license fees payable to that officer are to be 
regulated according to the size of the town or city in 
which the bill poster carries on his occupation. Ina 
place having a population of less than 10,000, the 
charge for a license will be five dollars. From that 
amount the charges run up in this way: 


Pomdation. License. Population. License 
10,000 to 20,000......... $10 | 200,000 to 300,000........ 
20,000 to 50,000...... . « 15 300,000 to 500,000........ 00 
50,000 to 100,000. ....... 25 | 500,000 to 1,000,000....... 200 
100,000 to 200,000........ 50 | Over 1,000,000.......... 300 


Each license is to expire on the first of January of 
each year, and is not to be capable of transfer to any 
other bill poster; and every applicant must furnish to 
the Secretary of State security for the faithful per- 
formance of his bill-posting duties, in the form of a 
bond of $1,000, with at least two sureties. 

After a bill poster obtains his license under this ridi- 
culous measure, he is to provide himself and each of 
his agents with a suitable badge, on which the words 
‘*State License Advertiser ” shall be stamped or en- 
graved; and this badge the poster must wear in a con- 
spicuous place ‘‘ while engaged in the act of posting, 
tacking, peinting, writing, engraving, or distributing 
any bills, cards, signs, pamphlets, circulars, or adver- 
tisements of any kind in any town, village, or city in 
this State.” 

Now, if this bill stopped with the folly of making 
bill posters pay a license fee to the State for the privi- 
lege of wearing a statutory badge, it would be merely 
absurd, but not affirmatively harmful. It goes much 
further, however. It contains a broad and sweeping 
prohibition against the posting of bills, or the circula- 
tion of advertisements among pedestrians, by any per- 
sons other than licensees under the act, or their agents 
or employees; and a violation of this prohibition or of 
any other provision of the statute is made punishable 
as a misdemeanor, by fine and imprisonment. 

There is no good reason that can possibly be sug- 
gested for State interference with the bill-posting 
business in the manner proposed by Mr. O’Grady. In 
the case of a doctor or a lawyer or an engineer in 
charge of a steam boiler, the State or municipal gov- 
ernment may properly take precautions to protect the 
public from dangers which might arise if an unquali- 
fied person were permitted to undertake such a pur- 
suit, and hence may insist that he shall obtain a license 
as a prerequisite. In the case of a bill poster, how- 
ever, there is no conceivable peri] to the community 
which can be the outcome of incompetency on his part. 
And we cannot imagine what public interest demands 
that a private citizen who has bills to post or adver- 
tising notices to circulate should be prohibited by law 
under pain of fine and imprisonment from posting his 
bills or circulating his notices himself. 

No privileged class of decorated bill posters is de- 
sired by the people of this State. 


[But legislation is not for the people. It is 
for monopolists, and there is no reason why 
there should be competition-in bill posting. ] - 


THE SOVEREIGN VOTER EXERCISING HIS RIGHT. 
[General Trumbull in the Open Court.]} 

The Chicago election is over, and it is gratifying to 
read in the morning papers that it ‘‘ passed off qui- 
etly.” There were only about a hundred fights, all 
told, with a proper proportion of broken heads to 
each. A goodly number of shots were fired, but as 
the gunners were full of beer, the bullets went wild. 
Only two or three men were shot, and even these are 
“expected to recover.” In the first ward it was bul- 
lets against ballots, and the bullets won. Much patri- 
otic feeling was exhibited in this ward among the 
partisans of Mr. Coughlin and Mr. Shakel, the oppos- 
ing candidates for the office of alderman, and they 
turned the election into a Donnybrook Fair. When 


the polls closed it was found that Mr. Coughlin was 
elected, and that Mr. Shakel’s men were most of them 
in the hospital, or at their various places of residence 
under the doctor’s care. A large number of colored 
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men live in the first ward, and they showed as much 
aptitude for American citizenship as the white men. 
Two of them, ‘‘Slicky Sam ”’-Phillips and ‘‘ Toots” 
Marshall, fought a duel in the crowded thoroughfare 
at the corner of Taylor and State streets, but, unfor- 
tunately, although they ‘‘ emptied their revolvers,” 
only one of them was wounded, and this was explained 
as due more to accident than aim, because his feet 
were ‘‘unusually large,” and one of them stopped a 
bullet. One of Mr. Shakel’s band-wagons was filled 
with hireling musicians, playing ‘‘ Marching Through 


Georgia,” and they had the temerity to blow their bu- 


gles in front of ‘‘ Hinky Dink’s” saloon, the head- 
quarters of the Coughlin party. As might have been 


expected, they were welcomed with a volley from the 


revolvers of the Coughlin men. The musicians 
“ducked,” and the bullets, passing over them, went 
into McCoy’s Hotel, but merely breaking the windows 
and the plaster on the inside walls. This election was 
merely for aldermen and township officers; it did not 
include within its fortunes the glory and emoluments 
of national, State, or county candidates, and that’s the 
reason it ‘‘ passed off quietly.” 


FEDERAL COURTS DIFFER. 
{New York Herald.] 

Within a few days two conflicting decisions have 
come from United States courts in the West touching 
the power of a federal judge over the employés of a 
railway in the hands of a receiver. 

At Milwaukee on Friday Judge Jenkins slightly 
modified the language of his recent order which at- 
tracted so much attention throughout the country and 
aroused so much indignation among workingmen. 
That order not only enjoined employés of the Northern 
Pacific from striking, but it forbade everybody ‘‘ from 
ordering, recommending or advising others to quit the 
service.” These words are now stricken out, but the 
Judge maintains the right of the Court to enjoin the 
men from striking or combining to quit work with or 
without notice. 

On the day before at Omaha Judge Caldwell declared 
that such injunctions were not only an unwarranted 
interference with the rights and freedom of working- 
men, but that they had ‘‘an injurious tendency.” 


[ When it comes to judicial legislation, every- 
thing depends on the feelings and notions of the 
individual judge. Law is what law does. If 
the judge is an ardent friend of privilege and 
<apitalism, he will shrink from nothing. But 
some judges sympathize. with the people to some 
extent. | 


WAITING FOR THE GOVERNMENT. 
(General Trumbull in the Open Court.] 

As an additional punishment for our national sins a 
new pest called the Russian thistle is ravaging the 
fields of the great Northwest. Its capacity for mischief 
appears to be unlimited, and Mr. Hansbrough, a mem- 
ber of Congress from the afflicted region, ‘‘ wants to 
have a law passed ” for the extermination of the this- 
tle. To that end he has introduced a bill appropriating 
a million dollars for the purpose of weeding out the 
nuisance that has been imported free of duty from the 
Russian plains. As soon as the bill was introduced, 
patriots willing and strong as the thistle itself sprung 
up to claim a share of the money under the pretence 
of ‘‘ weeding out” the thistle. One of these, a citizen 
of Iowa, has made application to Mr. Sterling Morton, 
the secretary of agriculture, for the office of chief ex- 
terminator of the Russian thistle for the State of Iowa, 
and the secretary in reply gave the applicant a very 
good lesson in ethical and political economy. With 


-Sarcasm sharper than the sting of a thistle, Mr. Morton 
‘said: ‘‘I must thank you for the patriotic frankness 


with which you remark, referring to thistles: ‘They 
are spreading fast, but we do not want to kill them out 
before the Government is ready to pay us for the 

work, or to send some one to do it for us.’ Nothing 
could better demonstrate your peculiar fitness and 
adaptation for the position of Chief Russian Thistle 
Exterminator for the Northwest.” Such are the bene- 
fits of a motherly government. It pampers its children 
until they lose the spirit of self-reliance, and they 
never get old enough to wean. They would rather let 


the thistle grow than weed it out without pay from the 


national treasury. In fact, they are already threaten- 





LIBERTY... 


7? 





ing to let the thistle spread and then throw the blame 
for it upon the government. 


[The farmers are learning the trick of demo- 
cratic government, and it is fortunate that they 
are. The worse, the better. As long as the 
few use the political machine to exploit the 
many, democracy is possible; but when the spo- 
liation becomes general and everybody wants to 
have a share of the plunder, the whole scheme 
must fail. ] 


BUSINESS PRINCIPLES DEMANDED. 
[New York Sun.] 

A rule of the comptroller’s office requires that every 
claim against the city be attested under oath before it 
can be audited. There are some creditors of the muni- 
cipality who object to this very strenuously. Among 
them is a repairer of furniture who does odd jobs now 
and then for the Board of Education. He sent a claim 
of $6 to the comptroller recently without paying any 
attention to the rule which requires an affidavit. The 
comptroller returned the claim with the request that 
the deficiency be supplied, and received yesterday this 
reply endorsed on the papers: 

‘*My bill is properly reseipted, and if you want no- 
tery business don to voucher, pleas remit the prise of 
it, and when I do eney more work for the city of New 
York, it will be Spot Cash. 


[Evidently this creditor is under the delusion 
that government can do business in the ordinary 
way. His experience will not reconcile him to 
government control of large industries. | 


THE WISE MAJORITY RULES. 
{New York Evening Post.] 

Professor Bourne makes an interesting demonstration 
in the last ‘‘ Quarterly Journal of Economics” of the 
fact, which has often before been asserted but never 
before so clearly proved, that Hamilton drew many of 
the arguments in his report on manufactures from 
Adam Smith. Parallel citations through fifteen pages 
make it indisputable. Why, then, asks Prof. Bourne, 
should Hamilton have concealed the source of such 
valuable elements in his report ? He answers that the 
reason must have been “‘ political expediency.” It 
would have been dangerous for Hamilton to cite an 
English writer on political economy. The dread of 
expert opinion in political matters has not grown less 
in the past hundred years. Says Prof. Bourne: 

‘A friend of mine, recently engaged as a member of 
a State tax commission, drew material for a passage in 
their report from one of the leading living American 
writers on taxation, and proposed to give the original 
author credit; but the chairman of the commission de- 
cided that, on grounds of expediency, it would be bet- 
ter not to quote the authority of a political economist.” 

This is what the maxim experto crede has come to in 
politics. Everybody wants the most skilful physician 
to treat him when he is sick, and the most competent 
lawyers to search his titles and draw his will; but in 
questions of government the wiser thing is to pick up 
the first man you meet in the street as a guide. This is 
for all the world like the touching belief of a hardened 
gambler that, if he can only get an innocent child to 
turn the cards for him, or throw the dice, his fortune 
will be made. 


[There is poetic justice in this. If the writers 
on political science find nothing absurd in ma- 
jority rule, they are not entitled to the respect 
of the majority. Perhaps their eyes may be , 
opened by this object lesson directly addressed 
to them. | 


LAW AND ORDER ENFORCED. 
[London Daily News.] 

A Reuter’s dispatch from Johannesburg says: One 
morning recently in Johannesburg jail no less than 
one hundred Kaffirs received ten lashes each for walk- 
ing on the footpaths and jostling women and children. 
The native labor commissioner, in an interview, de- 
plored exceedingly the way in which the matter had 
been dealt with. Even if it were necessary to inflict 
lashes for the offence of walking on the footpath, the 








natives ought to have been fairly warned of the action 
about to be taken. The effect upon the labor market 
would be most deplorable. Numbers of Kaflirs were 
leaving, saying: ‘‘ We are being murdered here for 
walking on pavements; so why should we stay ?” 


{London Truth.] 

This speaks eloquently enough for itself, but a cor- 
respondent in South Africa has sent me a cutting from 
a Johannesburg paper which puts the matter in an 
even worse light. Describing the punishment, the re- 
port states that ‘‘the cat is dipped in a bucket of salt 
and water,” and after the ten lashes have been adminis- 
tered, ‘‘a pannikin of salt and water” is thrown over 
the victim’s back. On the occasion dealt with by the 
reporter one warder was ‘‘sufficiently dexterous to lay 
the whole of his ten blows on a strip of flesh diagonal 
from the shoulder to the lowest rib. Blood came at 
the third blow as a rule, and by the end of the tenth 
there seemed a three-inch band of raw meat across the 
back.” It is added that the regulation, for the contra- 
vention of which such awful punishment was inflicted, 
had only been in force a few days, and that possibly 
not half of the Kaffirs on the Rand were aware of it. 


[Let a man throw a bomb, and he is declared 
even by Ambrose Bierce to be a ‘‘ rattlesnake of 
politics”; while the State’s most atrocious 
crimes will only elicit mild criticism. As long 
as this difference is made, look out for bombs. | 


NIPPING EVIL IN THE BUD. 
[New Yore8un.] 

The town council of Boonsboro, Md., suppressed 
egg picking for keeps on Easter, on the ground that 
egg-picking is one of the entrances to the path that 
leads down to a gambler’s grave. 


[Logic would seem to demand the suppression 
of egg-laying altogether. This is the only ef- 
fectual way to eliminate temptation. 
tion is the word. ] 


Preven- 


WINKING A CRIME. 
{Press Dispatch. ] 

ATLANTA, GA., March 24. — Abraham Walker, of 
Welasca, Ga., Y. M. C. A. delegate to the State Con- 
vention, was arrested, handcuffed, and dragged to 
prison this morning, charged with winking at a well- 
known society woman. After the arrest it was dis- 
covered that the wrong man had been arrested. The 
case made a sensation among the delegates to the con- 
vention. 


[Under Anarchy winking at a woman would 
not be punishable as an aggression, though it 
would be frowned upon as an ungentlemanly 
act. } 


THE BODY BELONGS TO THE STATE. 

BERLIN, March 28. —A young conscript was ar- 
rested yesterday in Erfurt immediately after the phy- 
sical examination. The examining physician found 
that the young man’s body was tattooed with Social 
Democratic phrases, such as ‘‘ Down with tyrants,” 
‘*Resist oppressors,” ‘‘ Proletarians of the world, 
unite.” Some of the mottoes were regarded as insult- 
ing to the Emperor. 


A DUTY PERFORMED. 

Inspector, from the Department of Buildings, to the 
mason contractor, inquiringly: ‘‘ Why have you 
stopped work on the building?” ‘‘ Columns got to 
come out,” replies the contractor briefly. ‘‘ Columns 
got to come out? How’s that ?” asks the inspector. 
‘*Tron too light. Condemned by the architect,” is the 
answer. ‘‘Is that so?” says the inspector, astonished ; 
‘*then I must do something about it. I must give you 
notice to remove them at once.” And he sits down and 
forthwith writes a formal notice that the columns are 
too light and will not be accepted by the Building De- 
partment. 


[Yet people still think that the law is a 
check on the unprincipled architect, and a 
fountain of information for the ignorant one. ] 
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Legitimacy.” 

Mr. Fisher is usually clear and intelligible, but I 
confess I am utterly at a loss to understand his short 
treatise, entitled ‘‘ Illegitimate Children,” or to make 
out the drift of his ‘‘ plea for the adoption of illegiti- 
macy.” He seems for once to have completely con- 
founded law and custom. In the belief that he is rid- 
ing a tilt against the law, he is in reality merely con- 
demning the popular use of unbecoming language. 

He complains that certain persons are ‘‘ stigmatized by 
opprobrious designations, such as bastard, illegitimate, 
and the like.” So they are: similarly, other persons 
are stigmatized as ‘‘ mashers,” ‘‘ negroes,” ‘‘ lunatics,” 
and even ‘‘females.”” Whether or not it is a disgrace 
to be unable to point out one’s father, is a matter of 
opinion; but it does not alter the fact that many per- 
sons are in that position. Then what shall we call 
them? MIlegitimate? Or bastard ? Will the word 
“natural” suffice? But it is not the «ord to which 
Mr. Fisher objects. It is the unkind thought which 
usually accompanies its‘use. And yet no one is bound 
to think with anger or contempt of a neighbor, merely 
because he is compelled to call him ‘‘illegitimate ” or 
‘bastard ” or ‘‘natural.” This is a question for the 
pulpit, and not for the political platform. When I 
describe a man as a ‘‘ masher,” I mean that he dresses 
and comports himself in the latest fashion and with 
somewhat of exaggeration. I confess I think unkindly 
of such an one. Some persons hold him in esteem. It 
is a matter of taste. ‘‘ Lunatic,” again, is an ‘‘ oppro- 
brious designation,” because it is pitiable and even 
contemptible to be far below: the average in intelli- 
gence and self-control. Is Mr. Fisher going to bring 
forward ‘‘a plea for the abolition of lunacy”? I know 
many women who wish they had been born men: they 
regard ‘‘woman” as a term of reproach. Will Mr. 
Fisher get up a crusade for the abolition of feminin- 
ity? Or will he make it a penal offence to think ill of 
lunatics or mashers or niggers or women or bastards ? 
Now, Mr. Fisher‘is no Don Quixote, and there must be 
some reasonable explanation of his attitude. And I 
think I have found it. He actually believes that ille- 
gitimate persons are saddled with legal and political 
disabilities. There are several passages in his pam- 
phlet which confirm this conjecture. He proposes 
(p. 12) ‘* to repeal all laws defining illegitimacy.” 
There are no such laws to repeal. A bastard has all 
He exercises the 
franchise, he can hold land, he can inherit land from 
his own issue (that is to say, his only possible rela- 
tions), and he is in all respects on the same political 


level as his legitimate fellows. 


the rights of an ordinary citizen. 


All the State does is to 
say to him (and to everybody else), ‘“‘ if you wish to 
rank as the son of any particular man, you must show 
that your mother and he were already married at the 
time of your birth.”” When Mr. Fisher says this is a 
foolish regulation, and too narrow a condition, I agree 
with him, If it is based on morals, it is too loose, be- 
cause it ought to require the claimant to show that his 
parents were already married when he was begotten. 
And if it is based on other considerations, it can be 
shown to be unnecessarily exacting. Here we are all 
agreed. But when it is proposed to abolish ail con- 
ditions, I stare in blank amazement. What is to pre- 
vent the first boy in the street from claiming Mr. 
Fisher as his father, in making use of his credit, and in 
succeeding to his property among the next of kin at 
his death, —suppqsing him to die intestate? Surely 
this is not the intention of the writer. Then what can 
it be? Isit this? That each child is to be allowed to 
say, ‘“‘I am the acknowledged son of somebody, but I 
decline to say of whom.” But any child can say that 
now, and the State will not interfere with him. It is 
only when he claims to be the son or daughter of A B, 
that, in the interest of A B, the State says, ‘‘ Prove it.” 
Surely this is right and necessary. It is a very serious 
thing, not only for A B, but for all his kith and kin, 

to have a new relative foisted upon them. For pur- 
poses of kinship and succession the proofs must be 
convincing and conclusive. We may differ as to what 
they should be, but surely we shall all agree that they 
should be of a vigorous and thorough character. The 
French law will accept nothing less than the open ad- 
mission of the father himself for any purpose. And 





* Illegitimate Children: An Inquiry into their Personal Rights, and 
a Plea for the Abolition of Illegitimacy. By J. Greevz Fisher, a 
vice-president of the Legitimation League. 1893. W. Reeves, Lon- 
don. 





the English law will accept nothing less, for purposes 
of succession, than the admission of the father himself 
before the birth of the child, and in the public form 
known as marriage. It is a cruel and wicked thing to 
disappoint reasonable expectations, and our humane 
laws are based upon this maxim. Marriage properly 
means the acknowledgment of paternity before the 
conception of a child, but in English law it means the 
acknowledgment of paternity before the birth of a 
child. With the rights and obligations imposed by the 
State upon married persons we are not now concerned. 
For example, the State says, ‘‘Once married, always 
married.” This may be wise or foolish. The State 
says the man, called the husband; shall be liable for the 
debts of the woman, called the wife. Custom expects 
the woman to adopt the name of the man. The State 
will not allow the man, in case of the woman’s death, 
at any time to marry any of her relatives within cer- 
tain prescribed degrees. Indeed, the regulations con- 
cerning married persons are numerous and detailed 
enough to fill many volumes, and to occupy the time 
and thought of many lawyers and courts of justice. 
But this in no way alters the fact that marriage means, 
so far as children are concerned, the acknowledgment 
of paternity before the birth of the child, — simply 
that and nothing more. It is true that our State will 
accept no other proof of paternity for the purposes of 
property law. It will not even accept the public ac- 
knowledgment of the father after the birth of the 
child. Nor will it accept any form of prenatal ac- 
knowledgment except that known as marriage. And 
there is much to be said for this. Why should any 
facts be concealed which concern the welfare and the 
career of others? A man dies intestate, leaving three 
children by his wife. Suddenly up springs a claimant 
with an acknowledgment of paternity in his pocket. 
The eldest of the three children of the marriage ex- 
pected to inherit his father’s land and houses; all three 
expected to succeed to a share of his personalty as next 
of kin. The whole career of the eldest has been modi- 
fied perhaps in accordance with this expectation. And 
now all these hopes are dashed to the ground. Surely 
Mr. Fisher will admit that this is unnecessary and 
cruel. Even the Scotch law refuses to allow a child 
legitimated per subsequens matrimonium to take prece- 
dence of the children born in wedlock, even though he 
be the eldest. Then by all means let us simplify our 
law of acknowledgment of paternity, but to talk of 
repealing it altogether seems to me so absurd that I am 
compelled to think that Mr. Fisher is imposing a 
meaning upon technical terms which they will not 
bear. Iam forced to this conclusion by the perusal of 
the following passages: 

‘Under marriage a man’s so-called legitimate chil- 
dren are his heirs, subject to some provision for his 
wife.” (P. 10.) 

‘*One of the features of marriage according to law 
is that in the case of either of the parties dying intes- 
tate, the survivor is heir to the whole or a part of the 
personal estate.” (P. 39.) 

Neither of these statements is even approximately 
accurate; and they prepare us for this curious reflec- 
tion (p. 9), which might otherwise have caused me 
some surprise and consternation: 

‘The conventional connection between so-called le- 
gitimate kinship and heirship is to some minds indis- 
soluble, and the extraordinary phenomenon is actually 
witnessed of certain fearless thinkers incapable of per- 
forming such a simple analysis as supposing them to 
exist apart.” 

I am then singled out as one of these unfortunates; 
and I am charged with having discussed the question 
of inheritance and succession to the almost total exclu- 
sion of all others, in my presidential address to the Le- 
gitimation League. 

I-did so; but I had not then a glimmer of suspicion 
that any one present actually believed in a status of i1- 
legitimacy above and beyond the mere denial of a spe- 
cial kinship. I should as soon have thought of con- 
doling with Mr. Fisher on his being stigmatized as the 
non-brother of the Czar of Russia. So he is; but does 
that constitute what Mr. Fisher calls ‘‘ an individual 
status,” as distinguished from ‘‘a relative or recipro- 
cal one” ? 

I fear I must admit having used language in my 
presidential address which almost justifies the inter- 
pretation put upon it by Mr. Fisher, unless carefully 
construed in the light of the context. I said, ‘It 
seems hard that innocent children should be branded 





with a life-long brand of bastardy, as the result of 
folly or impatience, or it may be weakness, over 

which they had no control.” What, in order to be 
more explicit, I ought to have said, is this: ‘‘ It 
seems hard that the State should insist on branding as 
bastards those whose parents are willing and ready to 
remove the stain.” This is what I understand to be 
the object of the League; and had it been more than 
this, I for one could not have taken any part in its 
establishment. Nor can I accept Mr. Fisher’s amend- 
ment of the League’s own statement as to its aim. The 
League, says he, has been established with this ob- 
ject: ‘‘ To create a machinery for acknowledging off- 
spring born out of wedlock, and to secure for them 
equal rights with legitimate children.” He continues: 
‘* These objects would possibly have been better stated 
in the reverse order, thus: To secure for offspring 

born out of wedlock equal rights with legitimate chil- 
dren, and to create a machinery for acknowledging 
them.” Now this would amount, not to stating better 
the objects of the League, but to stating quite other 
objects, — objects quite foreign to the intentions of the 
League. The true aim is to create a machinery evab- 
ling parents to acknowledge offspring born out of wed- 
lock, and to secure for them (that is, such acknowledged 
children) equal rights with children born in wedlock. 
This is a very different thing from that which Mr. 
Fisher proposes, namely, that the law shall secure for 
all bastards equal rights with legitimate children. But 
they already have equal rights in all respects save one; 
hence if he means anything, he must mean that the 
law shall thrust the bastard by force upon the family 
of the putative father, with or without the consent of 
such putative father or his kinsfolk. After this, what 
is the use of creating a machinery for acknowledging 
them? Surely, such a machinery would be a laughing- 
stock. What need would it supply ? In other words, 
Mr. Fisher proposes a compulsory law, and supple- 
ments it by an enabling one. As for his quarrel with 
the names conferred on illegitimates, it may suffice to 
say that even if they were dubbed ‘‘hero” or ‘‘ angel,” 
those names would soon degenerate into terms of re- 
proach and insult; but when it is contended that 
‘they need not be dubbed by any distinctive epi- 
thet,” the answer is, they are a distinct class of per- 
sons and must have a class-name. 

Having now unearthed the ‘‘fixed idea” which un- 
derlies Mr. Fisher’s peculiar views on legitimacy, we 
shall be prepared for the remedy he proposes, viz., 
‘to introduce a law whereby all children not adopted 
by anyone might become legitimate persons without 
bonds of kindred with anyone, by the mere repeal of 
the laws which establish illegitimacy.” 

If ‘‘ bastards ” were outlawed, or disfranchised, or 
specially taxed, or otherwise ill-treated by the State, 
there would be force in this proposal; but, seeing that 
they stand on the same footing in every way as those 
who are legitimate (except as to their claims on the 
property of particular persons), and that, in short, 
there are no laws establishing illegitimacy, I fear Mr. 
Fisher has been battling with bogies of his own ima- 
gination. It is seldom, indeed, that he allows himself 
to glide into so fanciful a position. Don Quixote’s 
windmills were at any rate windmills; Mr. Fisher’s are 
but their ghosts. 

What, then, was the object in forming the Legitima- 
tion League? Was it for the purpose of inculcating 
the principles of charity in all things? Was it in- 
tended to teach the duty of treating the illegitimate 
with the courtesy and respect which is accorded to 
those born in wedlock ? One might as well form an 
association for the purpose of inducing Bostonian la- 
dies to invite negresses to their salons ; or for the pur- 
pose of mitigating the’ disdain with which school-boys 
look down on their sisters and girls generally; or for 
the purpose of filing down the asperities which embit- 
ter the intercourse of Jews and Aryans. No, the 
league was formed to bring about a change in the law. 
Only time and culture can effect a change in the feel- 
ings with which bastards are usually regarded. But 
if there is no status of illegitimacy, and if bastards 
suffer no legal or political disabilities, what is there to 
reform? I will answer. To begin with, why should 


the community concern itself at all with the relation- 
ship of individuals? What business is it of ours whe- 
ther A B and C D stand to each other in the relation 
of father and son, or in any other relation? The an- 
swer is three-fold. Parents being by law held respon- 
sible for the care, maintenance, and education of their 
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children, it is necessary to know who the parents of a 


child are before the law can be enforced. Furthermore, 
the law provides that where a.man dies intestate, that 
is to say, when his will cannot be found, his property 
shall be distributed as he would himself (judging by 
the average) have distributed it. Now, most men 
leave their property, or the bulk of it, to their chil- 
dren. It therefore becomes necessary for this purpose 
also to know who the children are. Thirdly, the law 
requires children to support their parents in old age 
within reason, rather than allow them to come upon 
the rates. This is a sort of compulsory gratitude, and 
it also requires a knowledge of the state of the true 
relationship of the individuals concerned. 

There is one other reason why the State should pos- 
sess this knowledge, but I will pass it over for the 
present, seeing that it is based upon principles of Eng- 
lish law which are in a state of decay, and which, it is 
to be hoped, will not long survive. 

So far as the above three reasons are concerned, it 
would seem that a system of legitimation might be de- 
vised in every way simpler and more convenient than 
that of marriage alone. For instance, the acceptance 


-of responsibility for the maintenance of the child 


would, if publicly made by anybody of sufficient sub- 
stance (say, by registration), satisfy all the require- 
ments of the State, so far as regards the care, mainten- 
ance, and education of the child. It matters nothing 
to the community whether Tom Jones or John Smith 
undertakes these duties, provided they are undertaken 
by somebody. 

Again, the mere registration of the child as the son 
of A B is sufficient in these days of freedom of be- 
quest to justify the State, in case of A B’s intestacy, in 
ranking the child so registered as his son. To those 
who say, ‘‘ But he may not be his son,” the answer is 
simple: he proposed to treat him as such, and the State 
has only to consider the probable wishes of the de- 
ceased. 

Finally, as to the liability of the child for the main- 
tenance of its parents in old age and infirmity, it is 
enough to say that the present position would remain 
unchanged. Let A B register a certain child as his 
own; let him bring him up, maintain and educate 
him, and then suppose proof to be forthcoming that 
the child is not his son; in such case, it may be urged, 
the child would be in a position to repudiate all liabil- 
ity, and the father would come upon the rates. True, 
‘such a case might arise; but soit might now. The 
birth of a child in wedlock is only a prima facie pre- 
sumption of its legitimacy. The law permits the point 
to be brought into controversy. 

Without going further into details, it is clear that 
the three requirements above-mentioned would be ful- 
filled by the simple process of public acknowledgment, 
the simplest form of which is registration in a public 
office. Such registration of parentage would be suffi- 
cient evidence of the alleged parentage, just as the 
marriage of the alleged parents now is, until the con- 
trary should be conclusively proved. It would make 
the registering persons responsible for the mainten- 
ance of the child, and it would make the child respon- 
sible for the support of the registering persons in old 
cage. And it would further indicate the wishes of 
such persons in case they should happen to die intes- 
tate. 

Mr. Fisher’s fear lest a couple of tramps should call 
at the register office and register themselves the pa- 
rents of the Duke of Bayswater’s first-born, is not a 
well-grounded fear: for, as I have pointed out, regis- 
tration constitutes a presumption only, which would 
be very easily disproved. 

Says Mr. Fisher: ‘‘ A claimant father not only ap- 
points the claimed son his heir, but appoints himself 
the son’s heir.” And this brings me to the State’s 
fourth reason for busying itself with the kinship of 
citizens. I postponed the discussion of this fourth 
reason, because it belongs to another class of legal 
questions. It is an outgrowth of the old law of status, 
and is quite out of harmony with our extended system 
of free contract. Time was when a man could devise 
no part of his property as he thought fit. Certain de- 
‘finite persons had claims upon it which he could not 
resist. Such persons were related to him by blood, 
and their rights formed a most intricate and complex 
web. How carefully these tables of consanguinity 
were chronicled and preserved among the titled and 
propertied classes, is evidenced by the fact that Henry 
IV of France succeeded to the throne through the sixth 





son of a predecessor who died about three centuries 
earlier, during the whole of which time his blood- 
rights had, so to speak, smouldered in the form of 
parchment. Now this system, though scotched, is not 
yet killed. Mr. Fisher is right,.therefore, when he 
points out that a man, by registering himself the father 
of a child, by that very act ‘appoints brothers, uncles, 
and their female counterparts, as well as cousins and 
other remote relatives.” In short, a man could by this 
simple process create and manufacture an heir out of 

a stranger in blood to the detriment of the lawful heir. 
But here again this is frequently done under cover of 
marriage, and in both cases it merely creates a pre- 
sumption, which can be rebutted by the production of 
sufficient evidence. 

It is an old maxim of English law that God, not 
man, makes the heir. In other words, the tenant for 
life cannot supplant the heir apparent, except by the 
dangerous process of killing him. He cannot adopt an 
older child, and so put a stranger over his head. But 
he can and does supplant the heir presumptive by the 
simple process of marrying his washerwoman, whereby 
the plans of the Deity may be somewhat modified, and 
the purity of the family blood considerably tarnished. 
Seeing, then, that persons with great expectations 
may be as easily disappointed by the process of matri- 
mony as by any other, it does not seem that any great 
harm would be done them by allowing the tenant for 
life, when there was no heir apparent, to nominate one 
by acknowledgment of paternity, without necessarily 
going through the form of marriage with the mother. 
It seems to me, therefore, that any person should be 
permitted to legitimate a child by either of two me- 
thods; that is to say, by publicly registering his wil- 
lingness to admit the paternity of the unborn child of a 
certain woman, — and this is marriage, — or by pub- 
licly registering the fact that he is the father of a child 
already born and living; and this is adoption. With 
respect to this second method of legitimating children, 
since we ought to proceed cautiously, it might be pro- 
vided that the adopting person should be required to 
make a solemn declaration that, to the best of his 
knowledge and belief, he was actually the parent of 
the child in question. And the most complete form of 
adoption would be when both parents registered their 
parentage jointly, bringing the child with them. 

To impose any limit of age on the child would be to 
defeat the object of this reform. But as a transitional 
step, pending the assimilation of real and personal 
property, it might be enacted that, for all purposes of 
inheritance, the adopted child’s claim should date not 
from his birth, but from his registration. This would 
safeguard the reasonable expectations of existing per- 
sons, as the Scotch law does now. In the absence of 
any living (born) person being heir apparent at the 
time of his registration, the adopted should be treated 
in all respects as though he had been born in wedlock. 

To sum up, the State is not really concerned with 
the kinship of citizens except for what may be called 
work-house purposes. That is to say, if a child is 
found, the State endeavors to find the mother, and 
having done so, helps her, if necessary, to indicate the 
father. The decision of the court on this point is 
based on probability, and very often in face of the 
denial of the person accused. It is an absurdly unjust 
and antiquated proceeding, and should be utterly abol- 
ished. In the meantime the State does not pretend 
that such a decision establishes any kinship whatever. 
It does not even make the child the son of the puta- 
tive father. The child still remains nullius filivs in 
the eye of the law, although the law has just asserted 
its knowledge of the father. The total effect of the 
decision is to render the most probable father of the 
child liable for its maintenance for the first thirteen 
years of its life, at a cost not exceeding a sum of 
about £150, and this only in case of the mother’s in- 
ability to contribute to the child’s support. Otherwise 
the State makes the mother wholly responsible for the 
child’s support for the first sixteen years of its life. 
Whether the State is wise or foolish, right or wrong, 
in imputing paternity to a man against his will, and 
in spite of his denial, is a question into which we need 
not enter here. It is based, firstly, on the anti-Social- 
istic principle that the Community should not be sad- 
dled with the support of newborn citizens; and se- 
condly, on the principle that no child should be left to 
perish. There is a good deal to be said for each of 
these contentions; though both together may not be a 
sufficient justification for affiliation orders. I mention 





this subject merely because some persons (including 
Mr. Fisher among the number) seem to think that affi- 
liation and legitimation have something in common, 
which they have not. It would indeed be a strange 
“reform” to rest the title to thirty thousand acres and 
an ancient name upon the bare opinion of a couple of 
justices in petty session, with no better safeguard 
against their stupidity or bias than an appeal to quar- 
ter sessions. And yet this is what Mr. Fisher must 
mean by making all children legitimate: though even 
this does not make clear what he would do in the case 
of children, alas! no inconsiderable number, of whose 
paternity not even the mother can hazard a guess. 
No, these unfortunates, together with those ‘‘ chance 
children” whose existence Mr. Oswald Dawson recog- 
nizes and deplores, must be content to remain father- 
less, while others, foundlings and the like, must re- 
main not only fatherless, but motherless. Neither law 
nor liberty can wring happiness out of vice. 
WorDswortH DONISTHORPE. 


Extracts from Nietzsche’s Works.” 
[Translated by George Schumm.] 
WHEN THERE Is NEED oF Asses. — One cannot bring 
the masses to shout hosanna until one rides into the 
city on an ass. 


Worms. —It is nothing against the maturity of a 
mind that it has some worms. 

INFIDELITY THE CONDITION OF MASTERSHIP. — It is 
inevitable: every master has but one disciple — and he 


proves unfaithful, — for he too is destined to become 
a master. 


SovEREIGNTY. — To respect also the bad, and to own 
it if it pleases one, and to have no conception of how 
one can feel ashamed of one’s pleasure, is the mark of 
sovereignty, in great things and small. 

PRACTICAL PEOPLE. — We thinkers must first deter- 
mine and, if necessary, decree the good taste of all 
things. The practical people will finally accept it 
from us; their dependence on us is incrediby great and 
the most laughable spectacle in the world, little as they 
know about it and haughtily as they love to talk 
about us impractical people: yes, they would regard 
slightly their practical life if we were to regard it 
slightly : —into which a little love of revenge might 
now and then tempt us. 

In Domne, WE StFFER TO BE Done. — Fundament- 
ally all those moralities are repugnant to me which 
say: ‘‘Do this not! Renounce! Conquer thyself!” On 
the other hand, I favor those moralities which impel 
me to do a thing, and to do it again early and late, and 
to dream of it o’ nights, and to think of nothing but to 
do it well, as well as it is possible for me alone to do it! 
Whoever lives so will one by one lose qualities that do 
not belong to such a life: without hatred or ill-feeling 
he will see departing from him, now this, now that, 
like the yellow leaves which every little stir of air 
takes from the tree: or he will not see anything de- 
parting from him at all, so steadily his eye gazes upon 
his aim and before him, not sideways, backwards, 
downwards. Our doing shall determine what we suf- 
fer to be done; in doing we suffer to be done — such is 
my pleasure, thus reads my placitum. But I will not 
with open eyes aspire after my impoverishment; I dis- 
like all negative virtues — virtues whose essence is de- 
nial and self-renunciation itself. 


SeLF-ConTROL. — Those moral teachers who first and 
last exhort man to get himself into his power, afflict 
him with a peculiar disease thereby: namely, a constant 
irritability in all natural promptings and inclinations, 
and, as it were, a sort of itching. Whatever may 
henceforth push, draw, attract, impel him, from with- 
in or without, —it will always appear to this irritable 
person as if now his self-control were in danger: he 
may no longer entrust himself to any instinct, to any 
free flight of his fancy, but constantly assumes an atti- 
tude of defence, armed against himself, his eye keen 
and suspicious, an eternal sentinel of his castle into 
which he has made himself. Yes, he may thus be 
great ! But how insufferable he has now become to 
others, how difficult to himself, how impoverished 
and cut off from the finest accidents of the soul! Yes, 
also from all.further information! For one must be 
able to lose one’s self at times if one wishes to learn 
anything of the things which we are not ourselves. 





* “Die frdhliche Wissenschaft,” *‘ Morgenrdthe,” ‘* Mensch- 
liches, Allzumenschliches.” 
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A Russian View of the American Press. 


[I. I. Yanjoul, in St. Petersburg Viestnik-Evropy. Condensed for 
the Literary Digest.] 

While looking over the American daily newspapers, 
the characterization of ‘‘ Society ” by an English hu- 
morist would constantly recur to my mind. Imagine 
a miscellaneous gathering of men and women, he says, 
in a parlor; all sit quietly and exchange ordinary 
phrases. The weather is praised or condemned; some 
discuss a recent speech of Gladstone’s or a new picture, 
but you feel that everybody is bored. Suddenly some 
one incidentally mentions the divorce case of a certain 
lord. All get interested at once. This leads to a new 
version of another scandal, in which a certain duchess 
figures. Significant glances, smiles, and ejaculations 
are to be observed or heard on all sides, and the con- 
versation is full of animation. A lie or a scandal has 
effected this transformation. 

What strikes the eye in American papers? Loud, 
suggestive headlines, extravagant or doubtful news, 
stilted phrases, self-praise, editorials written for adver- 
tising purposes and advertisements written in the form 
of literary or even political essays, an incomprehens- 
ible (to the European) superficiality of thought, a sharp 
criticism of government acts, and merciless partisan 
polemics. All this perplexes the reader, and he does 
not know what to take seriously and what to regard as 
a mere commercial exploit. At the same time the pa- 
per is lively and interesting, and, in spite of one’s in- 
dignation, he is apt to read it through, one heading af- 
ter another proving alluring and attractive. 

The bad moral reputation of the American press 
dates far back, although only of late have the re- 
proaches become frequent and emphatic. In 1813, a 
gentleman, in leaving a large sum to a Philadelphia 
library, stipulated in his will that no daily paper 
should be found in the library. Thirty years ago, 
Charles Dickens suggested ‘‘ The Daily Sewer” as a fit 
name for the the average American paper. And even 
Americans admit that the papers have deteriorated 
since Dickens’s visit. Compare the American with the 
English papers, and there is at once perceived to be 
an immense difference between them. The American 
papers are larger and have more variety of reading 
matter, but the importance of the utterance, the serious 
and dignified tone, and the scholarly character of the 
English paper, are vainly sought in the American. In 
the United States, the paper is published for the sake 
of the news solely. The principal aim of the editor is 
to afford daily as much fresh news in readable shape 
as possible. In conseauence of this, the moment you 
take a paper in your hands, a large number of ‘‘ dis- 
play heads,” meant to be fetching, strike your eye. 
These heads are strange, puerile, offensive to the eye 
as well as to the mind, yet they are deemed of such 
high importance that on every paper there are men 
specially charged with the function of producing them 
and indicating the type in which they are to be set. 

Long articles without a striking head, so frequently 
found in the European papers, are inconceivable in 
America; the editor would be horrified by them. 

News not of a practical character is not valued. They 
have a proverb that ‘‘ good news is no news,” and 
hence the eager hunt for news necessarily resolves it- 
self into preference for sensation, scandal, filthy gos- 
sip, and libel, which often entail criminal suits. To 
some extent, this is due to the isolated position of 
America, and her,unconcern with nearly every event or 
aspect of European politics. Public opinion in Amer- 
ica never occupies itself much with international 
questions, so important to the English journalist. 

Being thus one-sided purveyors of sensational news, 
and ignoring the larger questions, the papers have 
very little influence and do not shape the course of 
events. A paper may have a million readers without 
being a power in national life. 

The great demand for newspapers in America has 
resulted in attracting into the business a lot of shrewd 
men who look upon a paper as a business enterprise 
merely, and whose skill consists in knowing what and 
how to buy and to sell and to advertise. They are 
uneducated and have no literary talent; but they hire 
men to write and conduct the paper precisely as they 
would hire people for other lines of business. There 
are So many good writers and reporters in America 
that the publisher could make changes in his personnel 
every day. There is no question of a tendency or 
guiding general principle, but simply of selling 





papers. While there are a few organs representing 
special classes of readers and of interests, the over- 
whelming majority of papers have no convictions. 
Usually the paper adheres to some party platform, 
which it defends against the other parties, but its ad- 
hesion is uncertain and not to be counted upon. It 
will change its politics at the slightest provocation, or 
even without any, simply for the sake of profit. It is 
an ordinary thing for a paper to go over to another 
party, and its contemporaries see nothing reprehensible 
in it, and wish it all possible success in the new field. 
Although journalism is well paid in America, the 
profession is on a lower level than the other liberal 
professions. Young men throw themselves into it for 
a time, but after a little experience everybody who can 
leave it doesso. There is no future for the average 
journalist. He finds himself reduced to pauperism in 
old age, and depends on charity. The journalists are 
not organized into a union, and are not in a position 
to resist the rule of capital. For the sake of bread 
they have to do most dishonorable acts and suffer in- 
dignities. Some become spies or detectives, and 
others cultivate the friendship of servants whom 
they bribe to disclose the secrets of their employers. 
In many homes the reporters are despised and looked 
upon as vulgar and treacherous scamps. 


Recent Object Lessons. 
[George E. Macdonald in the Truth Seeker.] 

Recent events have given a set-back to the State So- 
cialistic proposition that the general government 
should own and control railroads and telegraph lines. 
The ministry now in power in Newfound'and are all in 
court for bribing voters by hiring them with public 
funds to do useless work on inferior railway construc- 
tion, which may be regarded as a fair sample of what 
would occur when the spoils system now prevalent in 
this country is extended to include all the larger in- 
dustries. Governor Tillman, of South Carolina, by 
seizing a telegraph line and dictating press dispatches, 
has further exhibited the beauties of complete govern- 
ment control of the means of communication, of which 
the Comstock censorship of the mails had given us a 
foretaste. 

Religious surveillance of scientific investigation, as 
exemplified in the expurgated reports of the Smith- 
sonian Institute; governmental railroad building, as 
exemplified in Newfoundland; governmental control of 
liquor selling, as illustrated in South Carolina, and 
government seizure of telegraph lines, as exemplified 
by Tillman; governmental espionage over the moral 
qualities of mail matter, as exemplified by the Com- 
stock laws, — how do the State Socialists like it as far 
as they have got ? 


Ice Treatment Required. 
{Auberon Herbert in Free Life.] 

The ‘‘ Hospital” makes a proposal to seize Anar- 
chists and treat them as lunatics. The ‘‘ Hospital ” it- 
self evidently much requires some common-sense 
treatment. It uses the term Anarchist apparently in 
perfect ignorance that the term covers almost as many 
differences as the terms Liberal or Conservative, and 
without the slightest inkling that the dynamiting An- 
archist is.a violent reaction from the stupidities of 
government, which probably the ‘‘ Hospital ” — never 
having thought upon the subject — favors and up- 
holds. A good many people will be of opinion that 
rash talkers — if they could translate talk into action — 
like the ‘‘ Hospital” are as great a danger and nuisance 
as the dynamiters 


How We Are Governed. 
[New York Evening Post.] 

The persons who introduced universal suffrage into 
the democratic world some fifty years ago had appa- 
rently not the smallest anticipation of the trouble it 
would take to manage it, — that is, to make it vote. 
The idea at that time was that there would be a uni- 
versal eagerness to vote and at least considerable pre- 
paration for the work of voting rightly. Nor did they 
realize the enormous size of the mass which universal 
suffrage would create, and which would have to be 
moved in modern countries with a rapidly growing 
population like the United States, England, France, — 





and Germany. In other words, they never even 
dreamed of the machinery which we find necessary for 
‘‘bringing out the vote,’ as it is called. The creation 
of that machinery here has been the most remarkable 
political phenomenon of the present century. It in- 
cludes a boss, a large army of ‘‘ workers” in small dis- 
tricts, a system of rewards and punishments to keep 
them to their duties, an immense campaign fund to 
draw on for expenses, several nominating conventions 
for different stages of the process, and, on election 
day, frantic exertions by skilled men to bring the 
voters to the polls. It is work, too, which never ends, 
and which absorbs nearly all the time of every one en- 
gaged in it, so that the regular employés or experts 
have always an immense advantage over those who 
venture to oppose them as volunteers or amateurs. In 
fact, skill in this business has come to be far more 
highly considered than the supply of ideas for the 
party platform. The man who is able to “‘ bring out 
the vote” stands far higher today than the man who 
supplies the plans or policies which are to be voted for. 
The result is that today every party which makes a 
figure in politics may be said to be buried under its 
workers. 

All this is what the lawyers call ‘‘ familiar know- 
ledge.” What is not so familiar is a growing terror 
among reflecting men about the size of the vote, the 
fear that it will everywhere before long be so large as 
to escape completely from all the best moral and intel- 
lectual influences of our time. The mass has got to be 
so tremendous that it seems folly to try to influence it 
by any species of persuasion. A man almost makes 
himself ridiculous today by trying to address the peo- 
ple of the State, much more the people of the United 
States. To provide speakers and pamphlets to work 
on its opinions seems almost like trying to annoy an 
elephant with fleas. What it thinks or is going to do 
at any election now, is something on which hardly 
anybody’s opinion is worth listening to. You can 
safely bet on the influence of fraud and corruption, but 
you cannot bet on the influence of argument. 

Our principal reason for calling attention to this 
matter is that, as far as our observation has gone, no 
mention has been made of it in the various discussions 
of woman suffrage which have been going on in this 
city during the past few weeks. Whatever else it may 
be, the proposal to give women the franchise is, above 
all other things, a proposal to double the vote; that is, 
to double the number of persons to be canvassed, and 
organized, and ‘‘kept in line,” and persuaded and 
brought to the polls. This may cause an increase in 
the number of Silas Wrights, and Sewards, and George 
William Curtises, and Horace Greeleys, and the like. 
But it is quite certain that it will enormously increase 
the number of Platts, Crokers, and Hills, and the like. 
And the new workers must be like the old ones. They 
must be armed with the same means of rewarding their 
workers, and, to get these means — that is, offices — 
they must perforce dicker a good deal with the other 
side, and do a great many things not considered re- 
spectable in churches and synagogues. This is some- 
thing to consider, not to pooh-pooh. We know what 
the getting-out of the vote has led to, and how it is 
done, and our experience cannot, therefore, be disposed 
of by simple prophecy. We must have some better 
reason than prediction for believing that the workers 
whom the addition of women to our constituencies will 
bring into the field will be of a finer quality and more 
amenable to reason than the Platts, and for believing 
that women will be more manageable and more get-at- 
able by persuaders than men have thus far proved 
to be. 


[All that the ‘‘ Post” says with regard to 
the voting machinery and the factors determin- 
ing elections is perfectly true, but it is liable to 
be perverted by the self-styled ‘‘ scholars in 
politics” into an argument for restricted suf- 
frage, for minority rule instead of majority 
rule. With such an inference the true indivi- 
dualist has no sympathy. Absurd and despotic 
as majority rule is, it is less absurd and despotic 
than the rule of the ‘‘ cultured” would be. The 


only remedy is in the abandonment of all at- 
tempts at coercing or governing, and the re- 
cognition of equal freedom.—Epiror Lr- 
ERTY. | 
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Free Currency Propaganda. 
(Henry Seymour in London Brotherhood.]} 

In the last issue of ‘‘ Brotherhood ” I remarked that 
-something definite might be stated in this, regarding 
the formation of a society having for its object an as- 

<sault upon the monopoly of money-issue. 

We have organized ourselves into shape, and our 
prospectus, or declaration of principles, is in the 
hands of the printer. This will be issued shortly, and 
will bear the signatures of some well-known names. 

I shall be happy to forward the same to any person in- 
terested in our scheme, which promises, in the near 
future, the abolition of interest through the organiza- 
tion of free exchange. It is now generally conceded 
by all economic authorities that the great problem of 
our time is no longer one of production, but rather one 
of distribution. Products are only too plentiful; the 
difficulty to be obviated is to bring the producer and 
consumer face to face, without the necessity of being 
blackmailed by the money-lords, who not only extort 
unjust tribute, but systematically paralyze industry 
‘in order to keep a firm hold on their monopoly to rob. 

The minimum subscription of membership to the 
Free Currency Propaganda is half a crown a year. 
“The headquarters will be at South Place Institute, 
where we propose to hold discussions at least twice a 
month. ‘‘Our programme,” as our prospectus de- 
clares, ‘“‘is primarily the diffusion of the principle of 
economic equity and the mechanism of free exchange, 
by means of lectures and literature, and the formation 
-of a library of books bearing on these subjects. 

When, however, a sufficient number of persons follow- 
ing diverse occupations, as farmers, merchants, manu- 
facturers, tradesmen, are sufficiently imbued with our 
object to desire to carry it into effect, we propose the 
organization of a. Bank (or banks) of Exchange, which 
will issue to its members, at cost, certificates of value, 
based on deposited products or registered collateral, 
-and negotiable among each and every member of the 
‘said bank.” 

THE PROSPECTUS. 

OBJECTS. 

The demonopolization of specie value as the sole 
basis of credit, and the generalization of real credit by 
the monetization of all suitable marketable values. 

GENERAL STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES. 

We affirm that the equitable payment of labor (of 
‘whatever character) is its entire product; hence, in the 
division of labor, that the reward of each individual 
worker is the equivalent value of his particular contri- 
bution to production (usually determined by competi- 
tion in a free market), and that the prevailing mon- 
strous departure from this self-evident principle of jus- 
tice, the sole and sufficient cause of social discontent 
‘and oppression, is due to the monopolies of land and 
‘capital. 

But we affirm that the monopoly of land is chiefly 
supported by the monopoly of capital; that, when iso- 
lated by the abolition of the latter monopoly, and 
‘standing in bare simplicity, its solution will be much 
-easier than is usually supposed, whereas a prior settle- 
ment (supposing such to be possible) would offer but 
temporary relief from the tyrannous pressure of capi- 
talism. 

We furthermore affirm that the monopoly of capital 
is solely due to the monopoly of monetary credit, 
which necessarily and essentially results from the ar- 
bitrary and exclusive adoption of gold — or specie — 
value as the basis of the circulating medium. 

This exclusive use of specie, resting mainly on over- 
powering tradition, but aided by legislation, class in- 
terests, and general ignorance, is now becoming in- 
tolerable under the enormous development of commer- 

‘cial exchanges and the necessary concomitant of 
banking-credit. Its power as king — or despot — mo- 
nopoly is manifold. While other forms of property are 
‘expensive to maintain and quick to decay, gold never 
wanes in power; its owners, the financial aristocracy, 
never spend it, never let it go, but retain a perpetual 
lien on it, always lending it at interest, in whatever 
Channels they favor, to the community, which falsely 
fancies it a vital need; demanding, through the ma- 
-Chinery of credit, the tribute of interest not once, but 
many times over; which tribute, again, is often height- 
-ened to an incredible extent by investment in commer- 
-cial enterprises organized on a scale too gigantic for 
-the competition of the smaller capitalists. 

The tyranny of the money monopoly thus operates 





not only positively by exacting the tribute of interest 
and monopoly profits, but also negatively, by barring 
the working classes from self-help and association, 
and making them dependent for employment on the 
moneyed classes. Without capital, and therefore un- 
able to employ themselves, the workmen are obliged 
to underbid each other for the privilege of working for 
the capitalist, thereby lowering the wage-rate to the 
mere subsistence-level; only able through their trade- 
unions to stem, often ineffectually, and in any case at 
tremendous sacrifice, this inevitable downward pres- 
sure. 

The result is that the laborer is never able to buy 
back his product (or the equivalent thereof), through 
the enhanced prices put upon them in the market to 
cover interest, rent, and profits; consumption, there- 
fore, cannot keep pace with production, merchants and 
manufacturers have periods of idleness, laborers are 
starving while being only too anxious to produce and 
exchange those things which would enrich them, cre- 
dit is deranged, banks fail, and even the original mo- 
nopolists themselves suffer inquietude. 

But we affirm that with the adoption of a currency 
based on all suitable marketable values, without arti- 
ficial distinction or preference, by free association of 
manufacturers, distributors, and workmen, the tribute 
of interest and monopoly-profits, gluts of commodities 
and labor, would be impossible. Production would 
proportionately beget production; in other words, the 
more commodities of one kind were produced, the 
more of other kinds would be in demand to exchange 
therefor, the effect being to increase consumption, and 
raise the standard of comfort all round. The workman 
being in increasing demand, and also in a position, by 
monetizing his credit, to compete, if necessary, with 
his employer, and to readily contribute capital to co- 
operative enterprises, would force up wages until 
they reached the just equivalent of his productive ef- 
forts, 7. ¢., until he was in equal association with his 
employer. 

Therefore, we appeal most earnestly for popular in- 
quiry and support, feeling assured that our position is 
economically sound. We appeal to workmen and em- 
ployers alike, knowing that when the financier’s usu- 
rious grip is released from credit, the interests of la- 
bor and capital will be identical. Above all, we claim 
that our movement is eminently practicable and capa- 
ble of immediate inception, unlike the thousand and 
one utopias in the air. 
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To All Whom It May Concern. 


The following Introduction, Preamble, and Resolu- 
tions are respectfully submitted to the workingmen of 
the United States for their thoughtful consideration. 

WILLIAM Hanson. 

7 Decatur STREET, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


INTRODUCTION. 

There is a prevalent misapprehension on the part of 
Socialists and others who profess to understand Indi- 
vidualism and philosophical Anarchy, that their eco- 
nomic principles are inimical to social codperation in 
production and exchange. This is a grave mistake. 
On the contrary, the Individualists and philosophical 
Anarchists affirm that the highest order of Socialism 
can be gained only by Hqual freedom and no special 
privileges for any. 

They are therefore opposed to any governmental in- 
terference with the equal freedom of the citizen. 
They maintain that government is not necessary, and 





is, in fact, an economic hindrance to the highest re- 
sults of social codéperation. 

They maintain that building railroads, canals, facto- 
ries, ships, bridges, telephones, telegraphs, establish- 
ing banks, planting gas-works and water-works, run- 
ning post-offices, establishing schools and means of 
transportation, insurance, and all other social func- 
tions, can be done under free competition more eco- 
nomically and satisfactorily than under any system of 
government now known to mankind. 

We therefore publish the following Preamble and 
Resolutions as our economic doctrine. 


PREAMBLE. 

Every nation has a specific annual labor-product, 
which is absorbed by five economic quantities, namely, 
—rents, profits, interest, taxes, and wages. 

The higher the rents, profits, interest, and taxes, the 
less will be the remainder of the annual product for 
wages, and the less the purchasing power of those 
wages. 

Conversely, the lower the rents, profits, interest, 
and taxes, the greater will be the remainder of the an- 
nual product for wages, and the greater the purchasing 
power of those wages. 

Again, if rents were reduced to the wear and tear of 
the property occupied by the tenant, which equity re- 
quires; if profits were reduced to the cost of goods 
and the service rendered in their distribution, which 
pure economics require; if interest on loans was re- 
duced to the cost of banking, and taxes were reduced 
to the simple cost of government in the protection of 
life, liberty, and property, then wages would be all 
that the individual worker produced, less the equi- 
table tax for the support of defensive government and 
the prime cost of rents and merchandise consumed. 
Such a division, or distribution, of the annual labor 
product nowhere obtains in the commercial world. 
Hence the inevitable warfare between labor and capi- 
tal, or rather between monopoly and anti-monopoly. 

As land monopoly is the cause of rent, patent mono- 
polies and special privileges the cause of profits, mo- 
nopoly of gold and silver and government bonds the 
cause of interest on loans, and since invasive govern- 
ment is the cause of taxes, which rob the many for the 
benefit of the few, since official salaries are monopoly 
salaries, from the President of the United States down 
to the humblest doorkeeper in a county court-house, 
while competition reigns supreme in determining 
wages, it becomes obvious that so long as these eco- 
nomic conditions prevail, and competition has a one- 
sided and partial application, there can be no peace or 
settlement of the labor question. Therefore, be it re- 
solved : 

RESOLUTIONS. 

(1.) As all generations of men have an inalienable 
right of free and gratuitous access to land to the extent 
of their individual needs, economically used, it is ob- 
vious that land monopoly is a great crime against the 
equal freedom of man. This universal wrong can be 
righted only in two ways, viz., either by a voluntary 
relinquishment of monopolized vacant land, or by a 
general refusal to pay rent when it exceeds the wear 
and tear of property used by the tenant. We therefore 
demand the repeal of all laws for the collection of rents 
created under duress. 

(2.) As patents and special privileges are the basis of 
all manufacturing and commercial monopolies, and 
necessarily thwart legitimate competition, which is 
the only economic force that can reduce products and 
services to cost and produce justice in commerce, we 
therefore demand that in the future there shall be no 
patents or special privileges granted by law. 

(3.) As gold and silver and government bonds are a 
stupendous monopoly and the basis of the currency in 
the United States, and as such a currency is productive 
of stringency, high rates of interest, loss to borrowers, 
bankruptcy, revulsion and panic, we therefore de- 
mand the monetization of all wealth. 

(4.) We demand equal freedom and no special privi-. 
leges for any. 

(5.) It is our opinion that by the practical application 
of the economic principles set forth in these resolu- 
tions, there will be no need for Communism, State So- 
cialism, Nationalism, or Single Tax, — no need for 
violent methods, by which revolutionists seek un- 
wisely to produce riot, robbery, and bloodshed, in or- 
der to redress wrongs and obtain rights which can be 
gained only by reason and sympathy, education and 
persuasion. 








LIBERTY. 





Liberty’s Typography. 

The typographical reform adopted by Liberty con- 
sists in the abolition of the process known among 
printers as ‘‘ justification.” Under this new system, 
when the compositor, as he approaches the end of the 
line, finds that there is not sufficient room for an addi- 
tional word or syllable, instead of filling the line by 
increasing the size of the spaces between the words, 
fills it with little blocks of metal known as quads, 
without disturbing the original spacing. In conse- 
quence of this, the reading matter does not present as 
straight an edge at its right side as at its left. 

sthetically the new method is an improvement, 
because all inequality between the spaces in any given 
line and in the spacing of two lines in juxtaposition 
is eliminated. The spaces between the words remain 
equal in all parts of the column, the result being 
pleasing to the eye and serving to facilitate the task of 
reading. Commercially the new method is advantage- 
ous because it is much cheaper, nearly thirty per cent. 
being saved on the composition, and because it simpli- 
fies the work of composition and enables unskilled 
labor to take the place of skilled. The new method is 
available for book work and requires no capital for its 
adoption. 
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